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RIGHT REVEREND 

| AND 
RIGHT HONORABLE. 
PRINCE, AND LORD, 

LORD IOHNSVICAR D, 


——— of the holy Sea of Mentz , Arch- chats 
cellour of the Sacred Roman, Empire through 


Germany. , and Prince Eleour: 
His moſt Clement Prince , and Lord, Martinus 


Bockaus or. 

F212 Here cams of late ( right Reverend 
Ke and right Honorable Prince ) tyo 

x bookes out of England ; one whereof 

N bare title of the Renowned King 

4 Iames ; the other of his Chaplam: ' 
borh which , as manifeſtly oppugning the Roman 
Church , I have, for the loue of truth , refuted as 
modeſtly as Trould. As for the former 1 have dedica- 


led rhe C onfuearion therof to the Imuncible Empe- 
A 2 rour 


Tre EpisTrE. 
rour Rodulph,and the other renoyened Kinges, 
Tlluſtrious Princes of the Chriſtian world ( among 
Wwhome you are one: ) But the later 1 have thought it 
not amiſſe to dedicate ſpecially pnto your magnificet 
Name ; and that for two reaſons . The one, that 
for ſo much as 1 bane taken this parmes for defena 
of the Catholicke faith and Religion ; it ſeemes ufit 
that the ſame should be published Ynder the Patro- 
nage of any other, then 3our ſelfe who are ſo great 4 
trofeſſcr and protector of the ſaid faith in Germa 
ny. Theorher reaſcn 1s , fer that your meritts ani 
benefits towards our Archiepiſcopall Colledge of 
V-cntz , do by a certajne right challenge,and exa 
the ſame at my hands . Tu will, I truſt, taket 
in gocd part , and faucurably accept this my ſt 
cere token of Duty ang Reverence, 
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to the Reader. 
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>Q HERAS ( gentle Reader) inthe 

© yeare of our Lord God 1607. there 

; being publiſhed, both in Engliſh & 

/ 7 Latin,a Booke,intituled Tyzp/ics no- 

\ do triplex cuncwm,or, An CApology for 

d) the Oath of Allegiance, and this 

| * without Name of Authour : the 

ſame was anſwered very briefely & modeſtly in doth 
languages by the Catholicke party, the next yeare fol- 
lowing. And firftin Engliſh , by an Engliſh-man,, 

who alſo concealed his Name :. and then in latin by 
Card. Bellarmine , wander the Name of @ Matthews Tor- 
7:44 ; Who not ſuſpeRing the ſaid Booke to be his Ma- 
ieſtiesof Great Britany , (as indecd it was ) but ra- 

ther of ſome of his Miniſters about him, thought it not 
fit to publiſh this his anſwere in his owne , but in the 
name of the forelaid eMaitthaws Torts. Put when in 
the yeare 1609. his Maieſty ( hauing now ſeene theſe 
anſwers to his booke come forth) reſolued to publiſh 
anew his ſaid Apology , with a large Preface or Pre- 
monition To all Chriſtian Princes &s. he therwithall 
forthwith: gaue commandement to two of the beſt 
learned (as 1s thought) in his Realme,that they ſhould 
ſeparately make Anſwer to both the fornamed Books, 
h Fe nn ale Writ= 
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oO THE READER. 
written againſt his forefaid Apology, whichpreſently 
they did, And that in Engliſh h2 commnted to Ie. 
Door Barlow , who made Anſwere therto , and pu- 
bliſhed it the ſame yeare 1609. but how fubſtantrally 
he hath performed the ſam2, may perhaps be ſhortly 
examined. The other 1n latin of the forſlaid Matrheu 
Tortus , he recommended to M. Doctor Anareves , a 
man of great eſteeme and litterature 1n our Countrey , 
who the ſame yeare in like manner , ſet forth an An- 
ſwere therto , intituling 1t TorturaTorti: which An- 
{were of his comming forth in latin, F. Martinus Be- 
ranmus , of the Society of Ieſus , and Profeſſour in De- 
uinity , hath , though briefely , 'yet ſubſtantially , 
confured , this preſent yeare 16 1 0. And for that 
the ſaid Fathers Booke 1s very ſhort , & written in 
latin , I haue beſtowed a few houres to tranſlate 
the ſame into our Engliſh tongue, for ſuch , as eyther 
wnderſtand not the latin? or els haue not had the com- 
modity tocoms by any of the ſaid Copyes of the for- 


| ner edition , publiſhed 1n that language» 
W. I. 
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CONFVTATION 
Y QF--.,::27* 
TORTVRA TORTI: 

OR, AGAINST 
che King. of England his Chaplaine, 


SJ OV hane written a  booke 

of of late 1n defence- of your 

7, King , againſt CH atthess 

Tortws , 1ntituled Torture 

Torts, (or 'the Torture of 

d Tortus..) You difcouer not 

F''your Name, :but infinuate 

your felf to be a Chaplaine, 

Alm-nour, or Tormentoer . I 

( becauſe it is more honorable) wil cal you Chaplaine. 
In the {aid Book you diſpute principally of three heads. 
DR rn © x FIXSTg 


2 THt CoNnPyrarioNn 
Fi1RsT, of the Oath of Allegiance, which your Kin 
exateth of his ſubiets. SECONDLY, ofthe King 
Supremacy in Ecclefiaſticall ( or Spirituall ) matters 
THIRDLY , of the Popes power. If we conſide 
your words, yoware neatand elegant n_ :if you 
labour and diligence , I accuſe you not of idlenes , By 
many other things there are, which I do not ſo wel 
approue ; eſpecially theſe . Firſt, thar you are excee 
dingly gwen to reproaching and taunting - Secondly 
that you doeuery where inſert many falſities and ab 
ſurdities. Thirdly, that you rather ouerthrow, then e 
ſtabliſh your Kings Supremacy , which you woul, 
fortify: which 1s as foule a fault as may be, Of theſ 
three heades then , will I treat 1norder. | 


1, Of the Chaplaines Reproaches , 
2. Of his Paradoxes. = RO 


3. Of rhe Kinges Supremacy ouerthrownt by 


hm . 


I truſt you will pardon me, Syr , if I modeſtly (et 
before your eyes theſe three thinges z as well for your 
'owne benefit as others . For your owne , that hereby 
you may know yourſelfe , and , if it be poſlible , be- 
come hereafter more wile . For others , that they may 
learne not fo lightly to. truſt you , who haue fo of- 
ten , and fo fouly faultred 1n things of ſo great mo- 
ment . Hcare me then patiently. ; 

blk 
' THE 


or Torryra Torr). "PA 
CES THE Wes 
FIRST CHAPTER: * "I 
Of the Chaplaines Reproaches . 


TRAIGHT theninthe entranceof your Tor- 
g ture,you reprehended Matthews Tortm,that he is 
alrogeather full of railings and reproaches . For 
thus you writ of him : Per librum totum ita petulans , « 
#4 immodeſte immodeſtss, ita totus in connitys , facile vs 
quiuts , Mattheum Tortum eſſe , poſt intelligere e+e. 
Throughout all his booke ſo impudeat he 1s , ſo imo- ©f 
deſtly immodeſt , fo wholy gwen to reproaches , that *< 
euery man may eaſily perceaue him to be cMarrhey © 
Tortns &c. But you , Syr, do farreſurpaſle Matthews © 
Tortws ins this kind . You ſpare no man. You pro- * 
uoke all with ſomereproach or other , where the ſeat 
occaſion 1s offered . Pope Clement the 8. you call perfi- 
dious, Cardinall Bellarmine , a Vow-breaker , D. San- 
ders, the greateſt lyer of all men lining , Edmund Cam- 
pianand others who haue ſuffered martyrdome for the 
dy I Catholick fayth, you call Trayzors . The Ieſuites, An- 
be-B zhors of moſt outragionsvickedues , the Catholicks you 
12) il tearme the race of Malchus , who hauing their richt 
of- cares cut of, do heare and interpret all with the left . 1 
10- BY pretermit, what you haue malepertly vttered againſt 
Matthens Tortwa . 
2. Theſeand the like reproaches , which are very 
familiar with you, as I perceaue , do not beſceme an 
honeſt man ; much leſſe the Chaplaine or Almenour 
ofa King: yet perhaps do they not altogeather _ 
GE 6= 
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become a Tormentor . Neyther may.you excuſs your 
ſclfe by the example of Matthew Tortus , as though he 
had firſt pronoked you to theſe reproaches . Firſ it 1s 
nothing ſo: and ſecondly if it had byn fo : what? do 
you thinke it the part of a Chriſtian man to requite e- | 
uill with emll ? Truely the Apoſtle taught vs other. 
wile, Rom. 12. 17 . Null malum pro malo redaeutes, 
to wit , that we ſhonld not rendereuill for euill- to a- 
ny man . And: laſtly , if you would haue done fo, 
why haue you not ſpared others ? Was not one Tortus 
inough for you to torture, vnleſle with the like liber- 
ty you, railed vpon others alſo ? Hereafter therfore 
abſtaine from the ike, and giue care to that of the 
' Wiſeman , Prouerb. 21. 23. 2#icuſtodit os ſunm , + 
linzuam ſuam , cuſiodit ab anguſtys animam ſuam . He 
that keepeth his mouth and his tongue,doth preſerue 
his ſoule from diſtreſſe . And againe Matth. 12. 35. 
Ex abunlantia cordis os loquitur . Bonus home , de boxs 
theſauro profert bona ; & malus homo de malo theſauro 
profert mala . Ot the aboundance of the hart the 
mouth ſpeaketh . A good man out of a good treafure, 
bringeth forth good thinges : and an emll man out of 
an cull treaſure bringeth forth euill thinges. See then 
what kind of treaſure this of yours 1s, from whence 
come forth ſo many reproaches. And beware , 9vie 
 wialedici Regnum Dei non poſidebant , 1. Cor. 6 . For 
that Raylers thall not potlefle the Kingdome of God , 


THE 


of Torrvra Torr. 


THE (pls 
SECOND CHAPTER: Wit 
Of the Chaplaines Paradoxes . jt! 


FT ER your reproaches and railings, follow 

your Paradoxes , which are many in your 
A. booke : buteſpecially theſe. 

3. That the Puritans in England doe ſincerely 

er- BY ſweare to the Kings Supremacy . 

Tre il 2. That theſaid Supremacy is to be giuen to the 

he BY King by allrighc. 

& 3. Thatno man hath yer denyed , but that the 

Te Bl Kings of the old Teſtament, had Supremacy in the 

ve BY Chucch. 

5. WH 4. Thatthe Kinges of the.new Teſtament are Pa- 

4 WF ſors of the flocke of Chriſt. 

ro fl 5. That Kinges are often called in the Scripture 

he Bl Chriſtes , or, the Annoynted of our Lord ; but Prieſts or 

'e, 

of 
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Biſhops are neuer {o called; I 
6. That if the Pope were Head of the Church, beſides 
Chriſt ; it ſhould bs a monſtrous, and two-headed 
Church. 

7. That if the Pope ſhould haue power to depole 
Kinges z Echaicks ( or Inhdels ) were battes 1n .con- 
dition then Chriſtian Prnnces, ©. oe) 
8. Thatif the Pope will have a Temporall King- 
dome ,'it were to be perſuaded that he wentto-the Di- 
vell forit,, ; , : 
9. That power to excommunicate ,| was not gi-. 


— <——— -_ 
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ven to S. Petey , but vnto the Church. 

10. Thatthe Propheſy of the Reuelation of Anti- 
chriſt is already fulfilled ;and therefore 3s cleere , and 
Not IntTICate. 

11. 'Thatthe Kinges of Denmarke and Sweneland , as 
alſo the Princes of Germany agree with the King o 

Enzland in matters of faith. 

12. Thar it isnot now free for the King of Enzlan 

to change his owne , or to admit Cathelicke Religis 
1n his Kingdome, for that he hath ſworne twice to 
the contrary . 

123- Thar Cardinall Bellarmine 1s a Vow-breaker, 
becauſe of a Icluite he 1s become «a Cardinall. 

14. That Catholicks teach , fidelity not to be kept, 
and falſhood to be lawtull . 

15. That Catholickes are of the race of Malchme, be- 
cauſe they interprete nothing aright , bur all ſini- 
Ntrouſly . Theſe few heades of many ,are now briefly 

to beexamined 


The firſt Paradoxe. 


F Irs T therefore you fay , that the Paritens in 
?*4 Englanddo ſixcerely ſweare to the Kinges Su- 
premacy . Your wordes arethele pag. 379. towardes 
"theend of the page : ©uos vero Puritanos appeliat , jo 
Regium Primatum deteſtentar , deteſlandiipſi. Profitem- 
tur enim, ſubſcribunt , iurant indies : ſed & illi , quod fa- 
ciunt, ingenue faciunt &c. Thole whom he ( 798 vit Tor- 
-, Fw) calleth Puritans , if they abhorre the Kinges 
,, Primacy ; they are to-beabhorred;. For they doe pro- 
1 felle,, ſubſcribe , and ſweare dayly ; And e's 
w 


of Torrvra Torrrt. 
what they do, they do ſincerely &c. thatis toſay; they 
ſincerely-profeſle the Kings Supremacy, they lincerely 
ſubſcribe, they ſincerely fweare. 
3. But your Xing himſelf thinketh far otherwiſe of 
them 1n his Premonition to the Emperour, xings, and 
Princes . For thus he ſpeaketh : Preclara. ſant laps, pre- 
clarum encomium , quo Puritanos ornaut , (.m me lus fi- 
dei , wel in illss efferts , cum montanss , tum limitaneis la- 
tronibus, quam in hoc genere hominum inueniſſe profeſſus 
fm . Surely I giue a fayre commendation to the Puri- 
tans, when I affirme , that I haue found greater hone- 
ſty with the high-land and border theeues , then with 
that ſort of people &c. Behould now how greatly you 
differ from your King , your Head, and Eccleſiaſticall 
Primate. YourKing profeſſcth, that he hath found 
more fidelity amongſt barbarous or cruell theeues, the 
amongſt the Purnans: Youon the contrary fide af- 
firme , that the Puritans What they do, they do ſincerely. 
So as thoſe to you are ſ/xcere men, that toyour King 
are worſe then cruel{theenes. ML 16 | 
4. Againe ,ſaith the xing : Ego a Puritans ', non ſo- 
lum a natinitate comtinuo vexatus fut;ucrumetian in ir 
ſo matris viero propemodum extindus , antequamin lu 
cem editns eſſem &c. 1 haue byn perſecuted by the Puri- . 
tans , not only from my birth , but almoſt cxtingus- '* 
ſhed alſo , even in my mothers wombe,, befare;{. was ,, 
yet borne &c. What fay. you to this 2 Will you ſtil 
chaunt your wonted ſonge , That the Puritans , What 
they do, they do ſincerely ? To wt, forſooth, as you 1n- 
terprete , they would ſemcerely have extinguiſhed the King 
inhi mothirs Wome , before he was barne. And is this 4g 


out Chapell; tp be ſixcere; indeed2. | 2 
ſO 5- More, 
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'5. Moreouer the xing ſaith: Ego inmeo ad Filium Li. 
bro , multo acrins ac vehementias in Puritanos , quam 
, Pontificios inuedtus ſum. | 11 my books to my Sonne 
,» do. [peake ren tymss more bitterly of che Puritans 
»» then of the Papiſts 8c. So as by the Kings owne 1ud 
ment the/Puritans are worle then the Papiſts : But you 
call Papiſtes, Traytors : Ergo, the Puritans are worle 
then Traytors . And yet notwithſtanding you write, 
that what they do , they do ſarcerety. 
6. Againethe xing yet writeth thus: CA/1hi pracipu- 
us labor fuit , deiettos Epiſcopos reftituere, & Puritans- 
» rum Anarchiam expuenare. |haue laboured nothing fo 
» much, as to depreſle the Puritans CAnarchy , and ere 
” Biſhops againe &c. To wit, the Puritans affect an A- 
narchy ( orto be without a xing , ) they hate a Mo- 
narchy , or Primacy : Contrariwiſe the King deprel- 
ſeth this Anarchy , andeſtabhſheth a Primacy. Now I 
 demaund , if the Paritans deteſt this Primacy, how do 
they then ſweare thus ſincerely thereunto ? Ereo,cyther 
the Puritans are no longer Puritans: or if they be the 
men they were (to wit Pwritans,) they affet Anar- 
chy , and dereft Primacy : and ſo what they do,they do 
not ſincerely , but fraudulently: | 
7. See then, how contrary in all theſethinges you 
are to the King . Whome he acculeth, you excule ;and 
yet from 1mpudency you cannot excuſe them. And 1s 
1t nota great mpudencie,, and (if you will ) unpru- 
dencie , that the Ca/uiniftes in Germany ,and Holland, 
who are nothing els but P«ritans , ſhould dare fo often 
to reprint the forelaid Premonitionof your xing,wher- 
:nthey are ſo manifeſtlieand Sardely touched ? For 
what could more belong to-their ignatainie pr. dil- 
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race , then to beaccomptedWerſe then theeges , & that 
y the pan — reſtimonie of a xing: Foras much as 
they ha conſpired his death , being yet in-his mothers 
womb ? And 15 it not 1impudencie, to diuulge in print 
gaine and againe this their ſhamefull ignominy , nor 
jet heereby to feare their publicke infamie.? And yet 
revertheleflſe with you , What they dee , they toe firm 


rely. 
The ſecond Paradox . 


| "7" E Primacy Eccleſiaſticall ; ſay you, is due 
* 4 to Kinges by all Right :. Fortheſe are your 
werdes pdg- 90. Primatus ſpiritualis deberur Regibus 
imni Inre . The primacy ſpiritual 1s due to Kings by 
1 right . Ler ys thenſce, if it de ſo... Right, or po- 
wer , as you-know , is 'denided-into:nararall , and 


pofirine * this Right againe is exther diuine or hnmaut. 


Divine power , is partly of the old Teſtament , and 
partly of the new. Humane likewiſe, 1s partly Canoni- 
call , partly Ciill . Will you then that the Prima» 

Eccleſiaſtical bedue to-kings by all thefe kindes of 
Right ? Itfeemeth you would: But 1n:another place 
you confeſle , that it is due by the only Right of the 
old Teſtament : Ergo, not by all the former. For thus 
you write pag. 363. <A more inftiturey, 1ſraclis orditur 
Apologia * inde. enimn vm habet, atque nernos fuss 
queſtio has emis ( de Primatu . ) In 1 ſracle entmpipals 
ſuo reguminſtituit Dems , & Fccleſram in regno ex men- 
te fua . Exemplum inde nol is ſumendumeſt , cam in Te- 
famenio none nullam habeamus . Nuſquam enim in v- 


num coaluerunt Eccleſia & Imperium ; procul ſe habit 
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*, Imperium ab Eccleſia ec. From the cuſtome and 1 
,, ſtiture of Ifraell.( 7oWit the old Teſtament ) beginnet 
,, our defence : becauſe from thence hath all this queſtt 
,, 0ther force, and ſtrength ( 20 Wit of the Supremacy. 
,, For in Ifracl did Godered a Kingdome for his people 
,, and in that Kingdome did he found a Church to hi 
,, owne liking . From thence are we to take an'exam 
,, Þle : for ſo much as1n the new Teſtament we hau 
| hone . Forno where haue the Church and Empir 
,, byn 10yned togeatherin one : The Empire hath kepÞ 
,, aloofe of from the Church &c. 
9. 1 doubt not , you will acknowledg theſe-you 
words , which do condemne you. For it the Queſti 
on of Supremacy , as here you aftirme , hath no othe 
force , then from the cuſtome and inſtitute of th 
People of Iſraell ; then 15 not this Supremacy duc 
to Kings by zaterall Right ; nor by diaize of the ne 
Teſtament ; nor by Canoptall., or Ciuill . How the 
35 it due by all Right ? Againe, if in the new Teſta 
ment the Church and Empire did no where conliſt 
or 10yne togeather 1n one : Then by rzght of the ne 
Teſtament, it is not neceſ{ary , that they ſhould con 
ſilt in one: Ergo , its not due by all right . And truc 
ly , ifno where in the new Teſtament they conſiſtec 
togcather in one : how commeth 1t to paſſe , that 
now of late 1n England they be thus vnited togeather 
inone ? Here Km; an plaigely brought yaur ſelfe 1n- 
to ſtraites. = 


T, 
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The third Paradoxe . 


by N O man, ſay you, hath yetdenyed , but that 
; the kings of the old Teſtament had Suprema- 
cyin the Church . For thus you write pag. 364 . 1n 
Iſratle autem , nondum os reperitam durum , quod nega- 
re etiam auderet , praciduas in ve Religions partes , 
penes Regemextitiſſe. In lraell { #0Wwit the old Teſta- 
ment ) could I neuer yer find any man fo impudent << 
that durſt deny , bur that the principall offices in << 
matters of Religion , were in the Kings power &c. << 
But T haue found , not one , but many, that dare deny 
the ſame . Of your owne Countreymen are found 
that dare deny it , Nicolas Sandeys in his ſecond booke 
Of the viſible Monarchy of the Church , and ;. Chap- 
ter ,in ſolution of the 5. obietion of Proteſtants ; and 
Thomas Stapleton 1n his hfth boke Of Dof#rinall Prin- 
ciples of faith, the 23 . Chapter . Of our men are found 
that dare deny it, Cardinall Bellarmine in his firſt booke 
Of Councells , and 10. Chapter. Tacobus Gretzerns in his 
ſecond booke Of Conſiderations to the Denines of Venice, 
1. 2.67 3. Conſider .. Adam Tannerus m his firſt books 
Of the Defenſe of Eccleſraſticall liberty the 1 5. Chapter , 
and others. [=P 
11. Alltheſe ſayd Authors 1n the places here cited, 
propoſe the argument , which you are wont to vſe to 
proue the Kings Snpremacy 1n Spiritnall marters . 
And it is this: CMoyſes, Toſue, Dauid , Salomon, Toſias, 
and other Kings of the old Teſtament haue had the Pri- 
macy bw ir : Ergo , the Kings of the new Teſta- 
ment haxe it alſo . In the ſolution of which argumenr, 
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all deny the antecedent . They deny (1 ſay ) that the 
kings of the old Teſtament ( if preciſely we reſpe& 
kingly power ) had the Supremacy of the Church : 
although they graunt , that ſome of the had that pow- 
er, not by any ordinary Right, as being Kinges , but 
for ſo much , as that they were both Prophets and 
Prieſtes, by an extraordinary conceflion or graunt, 


The wordes of Bellarmine are theſe: Reſpondeo primo, Þ 
» Meoyſen e#c. Ianlwere firſt , that Moyſes was not only 


>> a Prince, but a chiefe Prieſt alſo, as 15 manifeſt out of 
22 the 98. Plalme, Moyſes & CAar08 in ſacerdotibas C185, 
>» Moyſes and Aaron were accompted amongſt his 
>» Prieſtes &c. Toſue, Danid , Salomon , and fome 0- 
>> thers, were not only Kings , but alſo Prophets, to 
2> whome God commuted many things extraordinarily 
>- which otherwiſe by office and Right belonged to 
>> the Prieſts . And1n this ſort King Salomox remoued 
>> Abiathar from his fun&tion of Prieſthood , and ap- 
>> pointed Sagoc 1n his place. And this he did not as 
>» King, bur as a Prophet , by diuine inſpiration . Se- 
> condly I ſay ( quoth Bellarmine ) that divers other 
> good Kings of the Synagogue , did neuer intermeddle 
>> 1n the affaires or offices of the- Prieſts : and if at any 
»» time they did , they were forely puniſhed by God 
»» for it &c. Thus farre Bellarmine . The like haue the 
reſt of the forenamed Authors, 
12. This notwithſtanding , 1 adde moreouer 
( wherein you deceive, or are deceaued) that ſome 
of the foralbd Authors do not only deny the antece- 
dent, but the ——_ of the former argument 


alſo: and therfore they admit two ſolutions . The 


firſt is this ; We deny ( lay they ) that the Kings z 
8 


_ _ 


or Torxrvra Torrr. r3 
the old Teflament had Supremacy in the Church . The 
} 4 later this : Y/thowgh ve ſhould grant , that Kines of 
© BY #he old Teſtament had the Primacy of the Church ; yet 
V- BY Would it not follow , by conſequence , that the K ings 
"Ut BY of the iv Teſtament haue the ſame alſo &c.. For which 


nd they afligne diners reaſons . Read what I haue ſaid 
""- BY in ſolution of the ſameargument, in my Confutati- 
'*2 BY 0n of che King of Exzlands Apology , the 2. Chap- 
ily BY cr. 7 | | 
of | | 

A | The fourth Paradoxe . 


9 Y OV ſay, the Kings of the new Teſtament are 
"3+ 4 Paſtors of the flocke of Chriſt. And although 
ily WY thoſe wordes Paſce ones meas , ( Feede my ſheep) 
'0 BY were ſpoken to Peter; yet notwithſtanding do they 
ed belong to Chriſtian Kings alſo: And for that there 
P- I were no Chriſtian Kings in Chriſts time, to whome 
5 BY the care of his flocke might be committed , therfore 
they were not ſpoken to them . For thus you write 
pag. 53- Rex noftereſt Dux eregis ſub Chriſto Paſt s- 
rum Principe . Sunt & aly Keges Chriſtiani ad unum on - 
nes , ſuaſiinra noſſent , && vel vires illis , vel animiu 
#02 deeſſet ec. Our King ( to Wit of Eneland ) 1s Head 
of the flocke vnder Chrift the chiefe of Paſtors. And 
ſoare all other Chriſtian Kings, not one excepted , ce 
if either they knew their rights,or that their ſtrength, << 
or courage failed them not &c. And yet more plaine- cc 
ly pag. 91. Neque quicquam ad rem, quod de Chriſto 
addis , non Regem aliquem , ſed Apoſtolum greeis fui Pa- 
forem deſienante . Cert?, vt nec Regem ſub lege , quia 
nondum ibj Rex vitae ; at bi iam Rex , tum mc ei Pa- 
on foris 


cha 
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14 Tur ConrvratioON 
foris nomen negatum : 11a ſub Enanzeclio , cum nin eſſeut 
Reges adhuc , qui tum nullicrant , Paſtores eſſe nen pote- 
rant . At wbi Reges Chriſto nomen dederant , tum de« 
mum , non minus paſteres hi, quam olim Reges Iſraclis. 
Quod ſt antm ab mitio flatim nomen Chriſto dediſſent , 
nulla ratio, quo minus Greess Chriſliani Paſtores deſig- 

” nari potuiſſent . Newher ( lay ycu ) 15 that to any 

& purpoſe, which you ( 7ov7t Tortrs ) adde of Chriſt , 

,, appointing not a King , but an Apoſtle the Paſtor of 

»» bis flocke . Truly , as he appointed no King vnder the 

» law, for thatthere was yet no King , but when there 

» wasaKing , then the name of Paſtor was not deni- 

?> ed him : Euen ſo vnder the Ghoſpell when there were 

? not yet Kings, for that being none, they could not 

[ be Paſtors . But when Kings once became Chriſti- 

., ans , then at length were they no lefle Paſtors , then 

»» were of old the Kings of Iſrael] . And if preſently 

» from the beginning , they had byn Chriſtians , there 

»» can be norealon giuen, why they ſhould not haue 

> byn deſigned Paſtors of the Chriſtian flocke &c. 

14.  Hecreisnotonealone , but many Paradoxes, 
or ſingular opinions . And firſt I demaund of you, 
1f in Chriſts time there had byn any Chriſtian King, 
whether Chriſt would have ſaid vnto him , Paſce oxes 
meas , feed my ſheepe ? It you aftirme , yea, how 
proue you 1t 7 Or-who did ever affirme it before your 
ſelfe ? Or whether are you the firſt that have reuzaled 
this miſtery to the Chriſtian world ? If you deny it, 
yow do well . Putif Chriſt did not ſay to any Chri- 
ſtan King , Feed my ſheepe ; by what authority do 
you ſay now to King lAmEs Paſee ones Chriſti ; feed 
the fock of Chriſt ? VVhat ? Wall youdepoſe Noe 
rom 


or ToxrvrRa Torrrt. 15 
from his Paſtorall office , who was ordayned therto by 
Chriſt, and ſuborne your King, who was not orda1- 


, ned by Chriſt ? Surely, a bould enterprize : and wor- 


thy , no doubt ,ſucha Chaplaine. 

15. AgaineIdemaund , what meane theſe words, 
Paſce ones meas , feed my flocke? You ( in the 52. 
faze of your booke ) expound them of the feeding by 
Word and Dodtrine.'Be it ſo . But you your ſelfe (pag. 
280.) doe confeſſe, that your King doth not teed 
the ſheep of Chriſt by Wordand Dottrine : Freo , the 
King , by your owne graunt, is not the Paſtor of 
the flocke of Chriſt . Neyther can thoſe wordes , 
Feed my ſheep , in the ſenſe that Chriſt ſpake them, 
any way belong vnto-the King . Heere you may 
not ſo ſoone quit your ſelfe,] wot well. For of ne- 
ceflity you muſt eyther confeſſe , that theſe words, 
( Feed my ſheep ) are not vnderſtood of the feeding 
by #ord and Dedrine ; or els that it belongs to the 
King to feed by Wird and Dettrine : or verily,that 
the King 15 not the Paſtor of Chriſts flocke. But 
all theſe 3. wayes are againſt you . You will haue 
the wordes of Chriſt ( feed my ſheep ) to be vn- 
derſtood of feeding by H ord and Dodtrine. You 
will haue your King not to feed the flocke of 
Chriſt by Ford and Dodrine : You will haue your 
King to be the Paſtor of Chriſtes flocke . What 
mon then can you heere haue ? 
16, Thirdly I demand , why do not other Chri- 
ſtian Kinges take vpon them this Paſtorall office, 
if they be truly Paſtors of Chriſts flocke ? They 
would doe it ( ſay you) if eyther they knevv their 
riehts , or that their firength or conrage fayled the 
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6 Tarr ConrvrTATION 
wot. And what, I pray you , is this, then as muchto 


fay , thatthe _ of Enzland is wile, and the reſt i 
1 


are fooles ? He hath force and ſtrength, the reſt are 
weake and impotent ? He 1s couragtous , the reſt are 
fearefull and cowardly . Thus it commeth to paſſe, 
chat whilſt you flatter your owne King, you become 
contumelious againſt others. 


The fifth Paradoxe . 


INGES, fay you , in Scripture are often 

4 called Chriſtes,or the Annoynted of our Lord, 
but Biſhops and Prieſts are neuer fo called : and there- 
fore Matthew Tortus did very ull to call the Pope by 
thatNam2. Your wordes are theſe pag. 1 1 4- Mihi 
wero multo mars improprium videtur , quod Pontificem 
nouo nomine , nec ei in Scripturis ſacris v/quam attributo 
CHRISTVM DomiNiI z#rdieitaſts . Truly it 
» ſeemeth to me much more 1mproper that you haue 
» intitled (or pointed out)the Pope with a new name, to 
» wit, The Annointed of our Lord, when as the ſame was 
2-neuzr attributed ynto him 1n Scripture. Anda little af- 
ter, lay you: Reges quidems reperio fic in ſacrs litteris (4- 
pe ſepius nominatos ; Pontifici nomen hoc tributum ibi non 


memini:. Tuuet nos Matthens , er vel unum locum de- | 


fignet in toto volumine Bibliorum,vbi nomen hocullt Pox- 
rifici , ſacri illi ſcript ores attribuerint. Kinges do I often 
#2 find , to haue byn often fo called in holy V Vrit: but I 
,, Femember not, that this name is there attributed to 
, the Pope . Let HarthFv ( to wit Tortw) helpe vs to 
» find out; thoagh but one place only , in all the yo- 
lamcofthe Bible, where this name hath byn giuers 
eo 


or TorTvra Torr. 17 
to any Prieſt by any of thoſe ſacred wryters &c. Flt 
18, Bur ſtay (my friend)there is no need that Mar- | [OV EF 
are KJ rv ſhould be ſent for out of 7zaly, to ſhew you one $8 [i 
are BY place. I my ſelf, tharam neerer at hand wil afligneyou ſ 
Te, WM wore then one. Heare me then. Frrſt Exod.2 9.7. Oleuns 
me KY vncHions fundes ſuper caput eins (Aaronis ) atque hoc ri- 

I :s conſecrabitur. Thou ſhall powre out oyle of Annoyn- 

Jig vpon his head ( to witof Aaron ) and with this 
cerimony he ſhalbe conſecrated. And Lemit. 4. 3. S5 
Sacerdos qui uniiuc eft, peccauerit .If the Prieſt that 1s an- 
noynted , ſhall oftend &c.Againe Lewit. 8. 1 2.Fundens 
oleum ſuper caput Aaron,vnxit eum & conſecrauit.Pow- 


e- ing out oyle vpon the head of Aarcn , he annointed 
by WY 2nd conſecrated him. And Zewiz. 16. 32. Expiabit aut? 
ibi WY Sacerdes , quivniie furrit. And the Prieſt that is an« 


nointed ſhall expiate, or reconcile. And Numbers 3.3, 
Hac nomina filiorum Aaron Sacerdotum,qui vniii ſunt, 
& quorum conſecrate manu, vt Sacerdotio fungerentar. 
Theſe be the names of the Sonnes of Aaroz, the Prieſts 
that were annoynted , and whoſe handes were conſe- 
crated todo the funQion of Prieſthood. And againe 
Num. 25.245. Manebit ibi donec ſacerdos magnus , qui 0- 
leo ſanto vnitm eft , moriatur. Heſhall ſtay thereyynrill 


£ - 
on WY the high Prieſt , that is annoynted with holy oyle, do 
-- WY dye: 


19- Behould heere , you. haue divers places of Scrip- 8 


ture,in which Prieſts are called Annoynred; and thergh 7 
fore Kinges are not alone fo called. This yow might 727 
haue learned out of S. Auguſt. vp6 the 2 6.Plalmeys 

cerning the title rherof , where he teacheth, ail 

old Team, Kinges and Prieſts were 


for that. both of them did prefigure ong/G 
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13 Trr ConrevTATION 
. noynted ) which was to be both King and Prieſt. The 
wordes of S. Auguſtine are thele : Tunc unzebatur Kex 
& Sacerdos. Dug iſte illo tempore , wntle perſons. I 
duabus perſonis prefieurabatur futurns onus Rex & Sa 
' Eerdos , wtroque munere vnus Chriftus ;& ideo Chriſtu 
” 4 Chriſmate . Then was annoynted both the King & 
” the Piet. Theſe two perſons art that time were an 
P-noynted. In two perſons waspreftzured to be both 
ſ King and a Prieſt , one Chriſt 1n both ofhces : & they 
,, fore was Chriſt fo called, of Chriſme , &c. A 
gaine vpon the 44.Plalmeabout thoſe words, e; 
De«s,God hath annointed thee &c. he write: 
Vattum audis : Chriſtum intellige + Etenim 
Chriſmate. Hoc nomen quod appellatur Chriſlu 
ns eſt: Nec in aliquo alibi vngebantur Reges & S 
nit in ills reeno , vbi Chriſtus prophetabatur &* 
rur , & vnde venturum erat Chriſti nonzen . Nuſq 
| alibi omnino , in nulla gente,innulloregno. Thou hga! 
» (faith S$. Auguſtine) Annoynted: vnderſtand Chriſt: 
» For Chriſt is deqwed of Chriſme. This name that is 
” called Chriſt, is a name of Annointing , or 10n. 
£ Neyther were Kings and Prieſts annoynt&@ in afty 
,, fort any where , then in that Kingdome , whers 
,, Chriſt was propheſicd and annoynted , and when 
Y the name of Chriſt was tocome. Innootherplace is 
,, tat all, inno other gation, in no other Kingdoms 
,, &c.S0 8. Auguſtine. T 
20. Therefore by the1udgment borh;of Scripture 
and S. CAnguſtine,no eſſe Prieſts then Kinges , are 
called Annointed . But you will ſay they are not called 
the Lords Annoynted,as Kings are. Firſt ILanſwere,that 
thats no matter, For we diſpute not of wordes, __ 
G 
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or ToxtTvrea Torrr. 19 
the matterſignified by words. Moreouer theſe two 
wordes Chriſt and Anzoynted do-fignify one and the 
fame thinge : and, as S., CAanzuſtine ſpeaketh , This 
Name Which i called Chriſt , is a Name of vnition . And 
ſecondly [ſay , you aſſumefalſly. For that Prieſts are 
not called 1n Scripture Aproyned only, but alſo Chriſts. 
And fo we read 11 the ſecond of Machabees 1. 10. Po- 

Le qui oft Teroſalym + in Tudea Senatuſgue & Tudas 
agiſtro Ptolomei Regis , qui eft de genere 
wdotum , & his , quiin Agypto ſunt , In- 

nitatem . The people of Ieruſalem, 8 ;, 

and 7udas, do ſend greeting to Ari- ,. 

ping Prolomey , who 15 of the race ,, 

ated ) Prieſts, and to the Iewes ,c 

c. Behould heere , Ariſtobolus 1s of 
$ Prieſts , therefore Prieſts are cal- 
toſay, Annoynted. Os 
will yetobieR : All theſe things are vn+« 
Prieſts of the old Teſtament : but I would 
tayne lee a place{ {ay you ) where the Prieſt of the new 
Taſtament{ to writ the Pope )is cailed Chri#,or Ax- 
moynted. Marry hearke you: And I in like miner would 
as fayne ſee a place-where Kinges of the new Teſta- 
ment aregalled by that Name. Is it lawfull ( trow 
yee ) for you to transferre this Name , which was of 
old giuen toancient Kinges and Prieſts by the holy 
Ghoſt, to the King of Exzland : and ſhall it not be 
lawfull for vs likewiſe by the ſame right to transferre 
it to the Pope ? Heere you take vpon you too 

much, | | 

22. Moreouer I fay , that once only this Name of 

Chriſt,or Annoyntcd is to be found in the new Teſta- 

| i L : ent 
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noynted ) which was to be both King and Prieſt. The 
wordes of S. Auguſtine are theſe : Twnc wngebatur Ke 
&+ Sacerdos . Due iſte illo tempore , watts perſons. In 
duabus perſonts prefienrabat ur futurus onus Rex & Sa 
 Cerdos, wtroque munere uns Chriftus ; & ideo Chriſtu 
” 4Chriſmate . Then was annoynrted both the King & 
” the Pciz{t . Theſe two perſons at that time were an- 
P-noynted. In two perfons waspreftzured to be both a 
L Kingand a Prieſt , one Chriſt 1n both offices : & ther- 
,, fore was Chriſt ſo called, of Chriſme , &c. And a- 
gaine vpon the 44.Plalme about thoſe words , wxxit te 
Deas,God hath annointed thee &c. he writeth thus : 
Vuttum aud : Chriſtum intellige : Etenim Chriſtus a 
Chriſmate. Hoc nomen quod appellatur Chriſlus undtio- 
nts eſt: Nec in aliquo alibi vnzebantur Reges & Sacerdotes 
nit in ill reeno, vbi Chriſtus prophetabatur & wngeba- 
tur , & vnde venturum erat Chriſti nonten . Nuſquameſt 


alibi omnino , in nulla -gente,innulloregno. Thou hgareſt 
» (faith S. Auguſtine) Annoynted: vnderſtand Chriſt: 
» For Chriſt 1s degiued of Chriſme. This name that 1s 
” called Chriſt , 1s a name of Annointing , or yaction. 
” Neyther were Kings and Prieſts annoyntdT in afty 
., fort any where , then in that Kingdome , where 

Chriſt was propheſied and annoynted , and when 


3, . . 
the name of Chriſt was tocome.. In nootherplace is 


5 itat all, in no orcher gation, 1in no other Kingdome 
,, &c.S0S. Auguſtine. \ 
20, Therefore by the indgment both; of Scripture 
and S. CAzzuſtine,no lefle Prieſts then Kinges , are 
called Anointed . But you will ſay they are not called 
the Lords Annoynted,as Kings are. Firſt Lanſwere, that 
chats no matter. For we diſpute not of wordes,, biit _ 
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the matterfignified by words. Moreouer theſe two 
wordes Chriſt and Annoynted do lignify one and the 
fame thinge : and, as S.. CAanzſtine ſpeaketh , This 
Name Which is called Chriſt , is a Name of unition . And 
ſecondly [ſay , you aflumetfalfly. For that Prieſts are 
not called 1n Scripture Apneynred only, but alſo Chriſts. 
And lo we read 1n the ſecond of Machabees 1. 10. Po- 
pulus qui eft Teroſalyms.e in Indea Senatuſque & Indas 
Ariſt obolo Magiſtro Ptolomei Regis , qui eft de genere 
Chriftorum Sacerdotum , & his , qui in ALgypto ſunt , In- 
deis , ſalutem & ſanitatem . The people of leruſalem,& ;« 
Judea , the Senate and 7adas, do {end greeting to Ari-,. 
ftobolus Maiſter to-King Prolomey , who 1s of the race ,, 
of Chriſtes ( or Amnoynred ) Prieſts, and to the Iewes ,c 
that be in /A£gipr, &c. Behould heere , Ariſfobolus is of - 
the race of Chriſtes Prieſts , therefore Pricits are cal- 
led Chriſts,that 15 toſay, Annoynred. | 
21. Buntyou will yetobie : All theſe things are vn< 
derſtood of Prieſts of the old Teſtament : but I would 
fayne ſee a place( {ay you ) where the Prieſt of the new 
Toſtament{ to writ the Pope )is cailed Chrj#,or Ax- 
noynted. Marry hearke you: And I 1n like miner would: 
as fayne {ee a place where Kinges of the new Teſta- 
ment aregalled by that Name. Is it lawtull ( trow 
yee ) for you to transferre this Name , which was of 
old giuen toancient Kinges and Prieſts by the holy 
Ghoſt, to the King of Ex2land : and ſhall it nor be 
lawfull for vs hkewiſe by the ſame right to transferre 
it to the Pope ? Heere you take vpon you too 
much. | 
22. Moreouer I fay , that once only this Name of 
Chriſt,or Annoynted is to be found in the new Teſta- 
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ment , in that ſenſe whereof we now treat, to wit 
in the 2. Chapter of S. Luke wer. 29. where it 1s (aid: 
Reſponſum acceperat Simeon a Spiritu Santfo , nonviſu- 
rum ſe mortem nift prius videret Chriſts Domins. Simeon 
*« had receiued an an{were of the Holy Ghoſt, that he 


© ſhould norſee death , vnlefſe he firſt ſaw the Chriſt - 


* (or Amnoymed ) of our Lord . Here our Sautour 1s 


called the Chriſt of our Lord , to wit , Annoynied of : 
our Lord . He was annoynted both King and Prieit 
as S. Auenftine avouc noted , not with corporall oyle, 


as were the Kings and Prieſts of the old Teſtament ; 
but with ſpirituall oyle, to wit, of the holy Ghoſt. 
For w/o him re#ted the ſpirit of our Lord,the ſpirit of Wife 
dom & vnder#tanding, the ſþirit of counſell and fortitude, 
the ſpirit of knowlede and putty , as 1t 18 written 1n 1/ay 
the 11. Chapter verl. 3. And this 1s that which David 
foretold Plalme 44. 8. Yaxit te Dems, Deus tuns , les 
(atitie pre conſortibus tuss . God hath annoynted thee, 
yea thy God, with the oyle of gladnes, before all 
thy companions : Thatis to ſay, God hath annoyn- 
ted thee Prieſt and King 1n a peculiar manner , before 
all other Kings & Prieſts. For he annoynted thee with 
the holy Ghoſt , and them with corporall oyle only . 
Heerhencel gather, that wheras the Kings & Prieſts 
of the old Teſtament , were therfore annoynted with 
corporall oyle , that they might be a Type or figure of 
the Meſlias to come, who was to be annoynted both 
King and Prieſt with ſpirituall oyle:ſo much the more 
doth this Name Amnoynred , or,Chriſt our Lord , a- 
gree to Prieſts, then vnto Kings, by bow much Chriſt 
tooke vpon him the office of a Prieſt in this life , more 


then ofa King. Orels, if he <qually tooke ypon him 
both 
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wit both offices : then by equall right, Prieſts as well as 
1d; Kings may be called Annoznted, or , Cirifts of our 
ſu- 4 Lord And therfore I (ee no cauſe, why yow ſhould 
on BY atcribaterhis Name only to Kings, and take it away 
he from Prieſts , vnleſle it was, becauſe it pleaſed your 
1t WY fancy fo todo. | 

SY 

£4 : The fixt Paradoxe . 

C £ 

le, i : F beſides Chriſt ( ſay yow ) the Pope ſhould 
t; BY 7: 1 alfo behead of the Church , it ſhould be amo- 
t. ſtrous and two-headed Church . For thus you write 


i/- BY par: 33 1.0f your Booke . Monſtroſum were corpus , 
ie, Cui plus no ſit capite . That 1s a monſtrous body , that 
ay hath more heads then one. And then againe pag. 398. 
id 8 Ynicam c# caput vni corpori : Eccleſia unum corpys . Ni- 
co BY bicipitem aquilam finzas , autem tricipitem Geryonem, 
cui tot cavita ſunt, quot inmitra Pontificia corone. Chri- 
ftus ergo ſolus Eccleſia caput , non Papa. There 1s but one ee 
only head to one body: The Church is one body. Ex- ce 


re By cept you imagine her to be a ſpread Eagle, or atriple cc 
th BY Geryon, who Path as many heades,as there be Crowns ce 
/ « BY in the Popes myter . Chriſt therfore alone 15 Head of cc 
ts BY che Church, and not the Pope. ec 
th a 24. Butifitbe ſo, asheere you would beare vs in 
-n hand, thatit 1s ; why.do you otherwhere affirme (not 

t 


alictle forgetting your ſelfe ) that the King isHead of 
the-Church?Do you not feare leaſt the Church ſhould 
be double headed, if not Chnit alone, but your King 
alſo be head thereof ? For thus you ſay pag. 33$. Ian 
vero ut nomen capitis ad Regem renocetur , arte mirabil 
woneH opus. Preinit nobis voce Spiritus Santins 1. Reg+ 

| | SS: 05s 
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15.17. Nemne cmparunius es in ocults tus , caput in 
zribul us frac! faetus es? Iriter tril uswuoro Trad, tribns 
Leui. Caput creo Rex wel trilus Lenitica';, qua in tribu 
tum Pontifex CAchimelcch ſub Rege capite ſuo. Chryſo- 
Stomus camaem hanc vocem Capitis rcnocanit ad Theo- 
doſinm , eum, dixit , nen ſolum caput , ſed quod in 'pfo 


capite maxime ſublime et, capitis vertium , 10g, emnium 


3» in terris heminum . Now that the Name of Head may 


,, be given to the King , there ſhall need no oreat art, 
> The holy Ghoſt hath gone before vs 1n this word, 1, 
»» Ree. 15.17. ſaying : When theuWva#t a little one in thine 
»» One eyes, wait thou not made headin the Tribes of Iſrael? 
>, Amoneſt the tribes of 1/racl,1s the tribe of Lens. Ther- 
,, fore the King 15 head atleaſt of the Leuiical] tribe: 11 
,, Which Tribe was then the chiefe Prieſt Achimeleh 
>, vnder the King his Head . ChryſoZeme 1n like manner 
,, attributed this Name of Head vnto Theodeſixs , and 
>, called him not only Head, but ( which 1s moſt high 
», 11 the head 1t ſelfe) the top or crowne of the Head, 
,, and that of all men on carth &c., 
25- 1 wonder at your inconſtancy: A little before 
you ſaid , that only Chriſt was head of the Church. 
And why ſo? That you might exc]ude the Pope, whom 
you hate. Now you will alſo have the King to be head, 
and not only head , but the top or crowne of the head 
alſo . Why fo ? Becauſe yow ſeeke to pleaſe and flat- 
ter the King . And ſo it cometh to paſſe, thatyou will 
caſily endure a two-headed Church ,1f the King may 
be one, butin no wile, if the Pope ſhould be any . And 
when you —_ Chriſt and the King of Fngland 
as two Heads of this Church, then it ſecmes tro you 
a faue and comely Church: but if Chriſt and the Pope 
| | bo 
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be placed togeather,then 1s1t deformed & morfticus., 
Get you hence with this your Head , when the 
Church hath one while cone head , arotker while 

. two. It ſeemes that, that of FuleſiaHims 27. 12. may 
be fittly applied vnto you : Stulims It lima mutalhr 
A foole 1s changed hike the moone.. Ard that alſo of 
S. James 1. 8, Vir auplex animo imunilans eſt in nil us 
w4#5 ſuis . A double dealing fellow 1511:conſiantin all 
his wayes. | 


T he ſeauenth Paradoxe. 


Hy O v ſay, thatif the Pope ſhould haue power to 

* 4 depoſe Kinges ;Erhnickes or Infidels , were 
better in condition then Chriſtian Princes : to watt, 
for that theſe may be depoſed by the Pope, the other 


may not . For thus you write pag. 36. of your booke: 


Hac ditirina ſemel promuleata , non multa poſt ſcepira, 
credo , Chriſto ſubycientur . Quid enim ? Rex Fihnicus 
non poteſt deponi a Papa , Chriſt ianuspoteſt : Meliori ergo 
iure reenatur apud Ethnicos. Quis non dehinc iam ( fic vt 
eft ) mancbit Ethnicus ? Subditi , qui Ethniciſunt , of= 
ficio ſuo in Keges laxari nequennt : at Chriſtiani quent. 
'uis non ſubaitos ſuos malit Ethnicos, quam Chriſftianos? 
Ons Chriſtianm Rex eſſe velit ? This Doetrine( to Vit © 
of depoſing Princes ) being once {etabroach , I beleeue cc 
few Scepters will hereafter be ſubieed to Chriſt. For «c 
why ? An Ethnicke King cannot be depoſed by the ce 
Pope, a Chriſtian King may be: therefore it 1s better ee 
to be a King amongſt Ethnickes. Who will not hece- ce 
forward now (if he be ſo) remayne ſtill an Ethnicke? ce 
Subic&s,if they-be Erhnickes , cannot be abſolued fra ce 
Ye ans 
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,, their obedience to their Kinges, but Chriſtian Suh. 
,, 1ets may. Who would not then haue his ſubieas 
,, Erthnickes rather then Chriſtians 2 Who would bea 
Chriſtian King? 


retorted vpon you. Yf the King of England ſhould 
haue power to depoſe Biſhops ( which you afhrme;) 
then were the Biſhops 11 Spayre , France, and Poland 
betterin condiuon then the Bilhops of Exzlard : For 


that he2re they may be depoſed at the Kings pleaſure, 


and there not. Secondly, for as we ſay that Chriſtian 
Princes may be depoſed by the Pope, if they offend, & 
no: Ethnicks: ſo do you likewiſe conteſſe , that Chri- 
ſtian Princes may be excommunicated,and not Eth- 
nicks : Yet1s1t not wel inferred of this your Dodrine, 
that Ethnickes are better in condition thenChriſtians, 
ſeing that 1t 15 a greater euill to be depriued of the ſpi- 
rituall goods of the Church by excommunication ;the 
of a temporal] Kingdome by depoſition. And there- 
fore can that be much leſle inferred out of our opi- 
nion. - 

28. Youſpeakenot Chriſtianlike . For it is not a 
Chriſtian mans part thus to diſpute : The offences of 


K-nges are 73rmggy amongſt Chriſtians , but not a- 


mongſt Ethnickes , Er20, I had rather be an Ethnick 
Prince , where I may not be punniſhed , if I offend , 
then a Chriſtian Prince , where [ ſhall be punniſhed, 
if I doe offend. Thus truly you diſpute. If (ſay you ) 
Chriſtian Kinges , when they deſerue it, may be de- 


poſed, and Ethnicks , although they do offend , can- 


not be depoſed; I had:rcather be an Echnicke Ring 
| on 


© ther 
E you 
2 wot 
| Rs I 
27. Youneyther ſpeake warily, nor Chriſtianlike. 
Not warily : for firſt what you hauec ſayd, may be thus 
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© then a Chriſtian. And ſo truly , youplaynly ſhew,thar 


you more eſteeme a temporal| Kingcome, which you 


would not looſe, thena heauenly Kingdome, which 
IJ you doe not greatly care for. 


The eight Paradoxe . 
_ Y* the Pope ( fay you) will have a Tempo- 


ral Kingdome,it were to be perſwaded, that 
he went to the Diuell for it : ſeing that he hath pow- 
Er to diſpoſe of the Kingdomes of Pic world. For thus 
yow writepae. 36. Qnod ſi Pontifici animus e# ad regna 
mund ; e#t in Euanzelio( memini ) mentio ae quodam , 
qui regna mundi penes ſe eſſe , eaque diſponendi ins habere 
ſe dixit. Eum adeat cenſeo ; cum illo tranſigat . And if 
the Pope hauea mynd to a temporall kingdome, there 
1s mention 1n the Ghoſpel (I remember) of a certay ne?? 
fellow ( to Wit the Dinell) who ſayd,that all the king-" 
domes of the world were in his power , & thathe had,” 
right ro diſpoſe of them . Ithinke1t beſt he go vnto, 
him, and covenant with him &c. 
20. Say , my friend, ſpeake you this in ieft or in ear- 
neſt ? In whether manner you doe it, you eyther be- 


come iniurious to your own King, or els contumeli- 


ous to the Pope neyther whereof doth well beſeeme 
you . The injury you offer to your King , yow 
cannot deny. For durſt you ( without 1nwry) haue 
anſwered your king , eytherin 1eft or earneſt , when 
as,after the death of Queene F/izaberh, he demaunded 
the Crowne of England, with theſe words: 1f you vill 
raigne in England, go tothe Diucll, and conenant With 
kin , who & the diftributer of all Kingdemes? Ithinke 

| you 
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yo1 durſt not . For if you had, then farewell Chaz 
plainz!hip . Wherfore then dare you be ſo fauzy to 
{p2ak2 thus to the Pope, bu: for that you liſt to raile 


Vpon him 2 ro 
21. Bur, you will ſay, the Pope ſeckes a temporall in: 
Kinzgdome, which 15 not duz vnto him . Let ham c6- but 


tent him{elfe with a {pirituall Kingdome . Bur what ſa 
if 1n like manner I ſhould ſay of your King ? He leeks ſee 
a ſpirituall Kingdome . Lec him content himſelfe with BY 2%” 
a temparall. Moreouer I adde, that the Pope hath fac ll 0147 
more rightto temporal Kingdomes , then your King 
hath ro the Church : which thing Iam to declare more vſe 


largely 1n another place. _- 
The ninth Paradoxe . not 
| 3 3* 


| Y O v ſay, that power to excommunicate was tha 
"ns not gue vnto S. Peter, but vnto the Church: Wl 2'© 
to wit, by thoſe wordes , Dic Ecclefiz ec. Tell the Ml 77” 
Church : andif he will not heare the Church , let him be ll *P 
fo thee as an Ethnicke . As allo by thoſe other wordes : WW 22 
Qnecumqnne ſolueris crc. What ſoruer you ſhall looſe wpon thy 
earth, ſhall be looſed in heauen an4Wwhatſoener you byn1v- the 
pon earth , ſhalbve bound in heauen &c. And yer notwith- Wl *zZ 
ſtanding you adde , that the Church may transferre Ill 5<* 
this power to whoms ſhe pleaſe. For thus you write Ce 
pag. 14. of your booke. PoteHas hec ibi , cui data ? ll F< 
Non _Apoitolo Petro . This power there, to whome ſur 
was1t giuen ? Not to Peter the Apoſtle . And againe: ho 
Vt autem Petro poteſtas ibi non data cenſuram hanc vſur- the 
parti ;, itanec Petro , i uſurparet , ratihabitio promiſſa . Pr 
Diatur enim : Quoſcumque ligaueritis . Non Petro ig1- C./ 
FAY 
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wr vel Pape , ſed Eccleſia. And as power was not there 
giuen to Pezer, to vie this cenſure; ſo-neyther if he had cc 
viedit , was theratihabirion (or approuing thereof) ce 
romiſed to Petey. For itis ſaid : JY/homeſoener ye ſhall cc 
ind:cherfors it was not giuen to Peter, or to the Pope, 
J but to the Church . And yer againe , pag. 42. Res 
iſa , rei ipſiuss promiſio , ratihabitio , vſus denique Eccle« 
fie datur : ab Eccleſia, &+ habetur , & transfertar in w- 
num , ſine plures , qui eius pot vel exercends , vel denun- 
ciande facultatem  orfams - Thething itſelfe, the pro- 
miſe of che thing it ſelfe , the approuing of it , yea the.cc 
vſe therof is giuen to the Churh . From the Church: c« 
it is both had, and transferred to one or more, who 
ſhall afrerward haue the faculty to exerciſe, or de- c 
nounce the ſame. | 
33-  Outof this your Doarine it followeth : firſt , 
that in the time of the Apoſtles , powerto excommu- 
nicate was immedaatly giuen to the Church of the Co- 
rinthians , and from y 44m transferred to S. Panl the 
Apoſtle, that he might exerciſe and publikely de- 
nounce the ſame vpon the inceſtuous perſon . But 
this very point you-openly deny in the ſame place, uti 
theſe wordes: Paularconmegates Corinthys , poteHlatem , 
cenſure denunciande facit . Paul hauing gathered to- << 
geather the Corinthians , giues power to denounce the ec 
Cenſure. Certes,'if S. Paul giue power 'tothe Con» «« 
gregation or Church of Corinth to denounce the Cen- 
{ure (vpon the inceſtuous perſon) as heere youaflirmez 
how had he then receaued the ſelfe ſame power from 
the ſame Church ? Or what neceflity was there, I 
pray yow , togine that power tothe Church, if the 
Church had receaued it before from Chriſt , by thoſe 
| E words 


cc 
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words , Dic Eccleſia , tell the Church ? Theſe things 


do not agree togeather . | 
34. Secondly ut followeth - that now at this pre- 
ſent in Enzland the power to excom municate 15 imme- 


diately 1n the Engliſh Church, and not in the Biſhops: 
and from the Church the ſame may be transferred to 


Biſhops . But if t be ſo, why doth not the Church of W 


England giue this power to the King, herHead, and 


Primate * Why doth ſhe rather giue ut te the Biſhopes, | | 


then to the King ; when as the Biſhops are ſubordt- 
nate vnto the King in ſpiruuall uriſdichon , As you 
wall needs haue it? And 1s 4t not an abſurd thing, 
thatyou ( #0Vvit the Church of England ) ſhould giue 
power.to the-Brſhops , to excommunicate, and caſt 
out of the Church their King , their Head , their Pa- 
ſtor and their Primate, and yet would not giue the 
ſame power tothe King to inflict the ſame Cenſures 
vpon his ſubies, to wit the Biſhops ? Surely , you 
are eyther very cruell towardes your King , orels 

do not "ory © , andin good earneſt give him the 
Supremacy . One of the two muſt needs follow. 
Therfore looke well with what{pirit, you wrote theſe 
wordes following in the + 5 4 . peg. of your bookez 
Nos Principi Cenſure poteHatem nou facimus : We do 
not giue power toour King to exerciſe Cenſures vp- 
on vs . And wherfore do ye not , if you truly ac- 
knewledg him for your Paſtour & Primate-? But let 
vs go forward , 
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The tenth Paradoxe , 


Y O v ſay, thatthe Prophely of the revelation 
35* IJ of Antichriſt, is already fulfilled and there- 
fore it 1s ſo cleere, that it may beſeene with the eyes. 
For thus you write pag-186, Minime vera mirum , [1 i- 
Ha, que dixi , tamwvel claram , vel certans in ſcripturs 
Patrum interpretationem non habeant :{ignatus adhuc liber 


g haius Prophetie erat. It is no meruayle , if theſe things ,; 


which I haue ſayd , be neyther cleere nor certayne 1n ,z 
the writinges of the Fathers. For as yet the booke of »» 
this Propheſy was not vnſealed &c.And alle after, 
ſay you : Mirari tamen non debeat quis , ſi non ills tam 
adeo explicita omnia furrint , quam Nobw per Dei gratians 
ram ſunt , qui conſummatam iam Prophetiam illam quoti- 
die ocults vſurpamus, But yetlet no man meruayle , if - 
all thinges were not then ſo ynfoulded vynto them, as i 
now by Gods grace they be to vs, who daylyſce with ,, 
our eyes that propheſy ( co'vir of Antichrift ) to be. al- ,, 


| ready fulfilled &e. 


36, Andisitſoandeed ? But your King, thinkech:the 
contrary : For that inhis Premonition be playnely a- 


uerreth-, that ,, That Propheſy of Antichriſt , & yes ob= 


ſeure , andintricate ; and that by. only contedlures it may 


be diſputed of: His wordes are theſe: Sane quodadacfini- 
tionem Antichniſti , fold rem tam obſcuram & innolutam, 
Eamquam omnibus Chriſtianis ad credendum neceſſarian., 
wvrgere. As for the definition of Antichriſt, 1 willnot » 
vrge ſoobſcure a point, as a matter of faith to be ne- » 
ccfſarily beleeued of all Chriſtians &c. And ſhall we” 
thinks that, that which is obſeure and intricate to" 
E 2 your 
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your King , isdayly manifeſt to you ? No. it followerh 
1n the Kings words. 1d autem maxime mihi in votss ef , 
wut ſi cut hanc meam de Antichriflocenictluram libebit re- 

fellere , ſnew/s diſyutationis mee partibus orc ine reſpen- 
deat. And my only with ſhalbe, thatifany man ſhall 

>> hauea fancy torefute this my c61cure of Antichriſt, 
>> that he anſwere me orderly to cuery point of my dif- 

2» courſe &c.But for you, Syr,it ſhall not be neceflary , to 
anfwer thus to cuery point:you may diſpatch the mat- 
ter 1n one word , if you thall but ſay to your King: And 
it ſhall pleaſe yeur HMaicy , you are deceyned in your con- 
iefture : that which is ſeene With the eye , men's no conte- 
Glure . We all dayly ſee With our eyes this CMyttery 
of Antichriſt : And are you the cnly man in Enelandihat 

feeth it not &c? Ytyoudo butthus , you haue gotten 
the goale. | 
27- But indeed, you are not onely contrary to the 
King heerin , but to your ſelfe alſo. For if the Prophe- 
ſy of Antichriſt were now already reucaled,and 7 Hol 
n all mens eyes (as you affirme:) who 1s then this An- 
ttchriſt , whome the propheſy meaneth ? The Pope, 
you wil ſay. And this alſo doth your King conteture, 
though he ſee it not with his eyes . Well, be it ſo. But 
then 1n another place you fay , That your King may be 
excommunicated by the Pope , though net drrofed , or de- 
fprined of his Kingdcme : Can: therefore Antichriſt ex- 

communicate your King ? Take heed what you fay , 

and beware leafl whilſt you pleaſe your King by flat- 

tery , you difpleaſe him through imprudency. 
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The eleauenth Paradoxe , | 


pen- 5 'P* E Kinges of Denmarke ( lay you) & Sue- 
hall 7” tia, as alſo the Princes of Germaxy with ma- 
rift, BY ny others , doagree with the King of Enelandin mat- 
dif- ters of faith. For thus you write pag. 3 .of your booke. 
to i 2uodſi preſents inſtituti foret ,edoceripoſſes , Sereniſci- 


Nat- mum Magne Britannia Kegem, & qui cum eo ſentiunt , 
And Reges Danie , & Suctia , Germanie Principes, Reſpubli- 
OB cas Heluctie & Rhetie , quique per Galliam , belginm , 
mie Poleniam , Huneatiam , Bokemiam , Auſiriam,Ordines & 
ery nobis ſunt , partemeſſe Dominici greeis : nec minorem,nec 
tat WY mints illuſlrem partem, quam que eſt pars Pauli Duinti. . 
ten Bur if it were our preſent purpole heere to declare,you 22 
( to wit Tortus) might be taught to know , that the 2» 
the Kinges excellent Maieſty of Great Britany , and they 2» 


IC- which agree with him , to wit,the Kings of Deamarke 22 
IC BY and Sxctia, the Princes of Germany , the Comon- 22 
N- wealthes of Suitzerlandand Rhetia,& all other States, 9? 
C, that adherre vnto vs, throughout France, the Lojp 2» 
©, Wl Conntryes , Polonia, Hungary, Bohemia, and Auſtria , * 
ut are part of the Lords flocke : and nota meaner, nor a ?? 


be leſſe famous part, then that of Paz/ the fifth &c. 23 
6 39. Yeaalthoughit were your pepapgmpers you 


Le could neuer be able to teach vs, thatwhich you hereaf- 
E firme.And this I willſhew you particulerly. For firſt 
cx you ſay , your King agreeth ( in matters of faith ) with 


the Kings of Denmarke and Suetia. Bur how can this 
be ? They be Lutheran Princes , and acknowledge 
Chriſtes Reall Preſence in the Euchariſt , _ your 
King doth vtterly deny. Secondly , you athrwe thg 
FR > 8 E 3 _. 
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ſame of the Princes of Germany , and States of other 
Countryes . But theſe do not agree amongſt themſe]. 


ues , ſome being open Lutherans, and others Caluini- 


ftes . How then can they, being deuided amongſt the. 
ſelues , agree with your King ? except your king (as 
you infinuate he doth ) proteſle Caluinian Religio with 
Caluiniſts,and Lutheran , with Lutherans : Ommibui on- 
nia fattus , wt omnes lucrifaciat , being all to all. that he 
may gaine all. Thirdly , ſuppoſe this were ſo , though 
it be not : and that all Princes and States, as well Ls- 


therans ,as Caluiniſtes did agree among themſelues, and 


togeather with your king 3 how can 1t be verified, that 
they area part of the Lords flocke ? This I vnderſtand 
not. Ivnderſtand it not (Ifay ) how they are a part 
of the flocke , and not the whole flocke : Foreyther 
there be yet others, beſids thoſe you haue named which 
belong to the Lords flocke, or none. It there be others, 
why then did you not name them ? or who be thoſe 0- 
thers ? I ſuppoſe , by your owne wdgement, they are 
neyther Papiſts nor — For theſe you reed. 
If there be no others, befhds thoſe you haue named be- 
fore, wherefore did you then call them a part, & not 
the whole flocke of Chriſt ? I will ſpeake yet more 
cleerely. If che kinges of England, Denmarke , and Sue- 
tia , and other Princes and States which agree with 
them , be but a part of Chriſts flocke , ws, not the 
whole flocke ; then followeth-it of neceſlity , that be- 
fides thoſe , there is another part of Chriſtes flocke 
which agreeth not with chem.; and fo Chriſts flocke 
muſt conſiſt of rwo partes-, wherof one is deuided 


from the other . Dv you- thinke fo indeed? If youdo 


not, then explicate yourſelfe better . | 
40. But 
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46. Butlet vs graunt this alſo , that they area part 
of Chriſts flock that agree with your King 1n Religis:; 
with whart face dare you yer affirme , that part 20 be no 
hee BY mcaner, nor leſſe famous apart , then that of Pope Paul the 
(as BY ffr4? This I vnderfland lefle then the other . For with 
11th Paul the fifth,agree Rodzph the Emperour,the Kinges 
MM BY of Spaine , France , Polonia, the Archdukes of Yu- 

he BY ffria, the Princes Ele&ors of Mentz, Treners , Cullen, 
oh the Dukes of Bavaria , Lorayne , Brabant , Franconia , 
.u- BY T»{cany , the Biſhops of Bamberge, Conſtance, Spire, 
nd Bl Formes , Paderborne Rc. to omit many others:and yet 


hat WE dare you be ſo bould:as to affirme that this is a more 
nd meane,and lefle famous part , then that which agreeth 
art W with your King in matters of Religion ? You are to- 
1er too intemperatein auouching : and I doubt not , but 


ch WI your King, who 1s of no dull wit, will eafily per- 
rs, Wl ceaue , that you very groffely flatter him. 


re The tweluth Paradoxe. 


Ce . Y OV ſay, thatit is not now free for the King 
4'- I of Eneland rochange his Religion, or permit 
re the Catholicke in his Kingdome, becaufe he hath 


e- WM ſworne twice to the contrary . For thus you write pag. . 


th $1.of your __—— Tortus.Nec imeo Regian- 
1C diendus , qui conſlium das de religione libert habends : in- 


:- WH reermmn hoc iam illinoncit. Nam non ſemel periaru ſit, 
( quin bis, fi te audiat . Quacnim ( ſiqua e# fidei bis data 
G conſtientia ) vel conſcientia , vel fide, ferret in regnis ſus 
d ritus veflros , wel wſum eorum publicum , qui ſuſcepr# 


prin Scotia , ſuſcepts deinde wa_w_ Corona Kegia, 


uirobique ſolemni rit» , Deo iuſumn Sr eHini8 de comp : 
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fſeruandas in Statu ſuo illa colendi Dei formula , nee alia, 
quam que in regnis ſuis tum publice recepta , & vitinſ= 

. que Gentis legions ſtavilitaeſſet ? Neither 1n this point 

27 are you to be heard of the King , in that you giuehim 

>> counſaile to permit the free exerciſe of _— - this 

>» being not lawfull for him now todo, For that therby 
>» h2 ſhall not be once, but twice periured,it he heare you 
>» herin .| For with what fayth or conſcience ( if there 
>» beany conſciznce of fayth twice om ) can he admit 
>» Your cerimonies, or the publike vie therof, who when 

,» he was firſt Crowned in Scotland, and after in Ex- 

>» £land, did moſt ſolemnely ſweare to God in both ple- 

3, Ces , to mantaine in his Dominions that forme of 

>» Religion, and no other, which was then receaued 

_ —__ his Kingdomes, and eſtabliſhed by tha 

2» lawes of both Realmes &c? - | 
42. | Truly Iperceaue you threaten your King, that 
he ſhall be accompted periured , if he permit the Ca- 
tholicke Religion in his Kingdome , or forſake his 
owne , & 1mbrace another . What ? doyou not thinke 
1 lawfull for hum to change his Religion , if he haue 
{worne he will not doit ? Soitſeemes , belike . Bur, 
how if the Relig1on be falſe which he hath ſworne to 
mantaine ? Whar ſhall he then do ? Shall he perliſt 
rather in his falſe Religion , then breake his oath ? 
Take heed what you ſay. Ay oath (ſay the Lawiers) is 
20 band of iniquity , and I may adde , nor of falſty . 
And therfore notwithſtanding an oath neuer fo often 
made , a man may change his Religion if it be falſe: he 
may annull his pat or couenant, uf itbe yniuſt . This 


15 moſt certaine . What would you do if your King 


ſhould ſay,that the Religis is falle which he now pro- 
— Feller? 


or Torrvyra Torrr. 


an ewll a& , 1yannulled; What ?' Would you perſuade 
him to forſake his falſe Religion , & imbracethe true? 
I thinke you would . Why do you then diſſemble ? 
Why do you fo much vrgethe King vpon his oath , as 
though vpon no occaſion oreuent ſoeuer it werelaw- 
full to chang a Religion that is once confirmed by an 
oath, althoughit be 1impious and falſe? Go too, gather 


your wittes togeather a little better , and then ſpeake. 


43- One thing I would yet demaund of you , and 
thatis this : Your King in his booke 6f Premonition, 
doth exhort Catholicke Kings and Princes , that they 
ſhould forſake the faith and Religion , which hitherto 
they haue profeſſed vnder the Pope , and imbrace the 
Engliſh Religion which the King profeſleth . Now, 
it 15 well knowne, that moſt of theſe Princes , in their 
Coronation do fweare , that they will nener do it, 
to wit, change their Religion. Heere Idemaund (7 
ſay ) whether your King hath lawfully and prudent- 
ly exhorted them todoit, orno? If he hath done it 
lawfully and prudently , why do you accule the Ca- 
tholickes , who do but the like ina better caufe? If he 
did it vnlawfully and imprudently ; why did you not 
admoniſh him, to ſurceaſe from fuch an! Exhortati- 
on: ſeeing yow are his Chaplaine, and perhaps in 
this matter, his Secretary ? Thus you ſtumble at euery 
blocks , Fo | 
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35 
feſſeth? Would you vrge him vpon his oath ? That, in + 
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The thirtemth Paradoxe, 
O v ſay , that Cardinal Bellarmine is a Vow- 


44+ I breaker , becauſe of a Ieſuite he 1s become a 
Cardinall. For thus you writepag. 56. CAt votum non 
video cur 4Mattheeo ( Torto ) nominari debuit , niſt 
fſeinterpoſita voti mentione, Domino ſuo ( Bellarmino ) 
mY 1. voluit , qui olim Teſuita fatius , voti ſe reum 
fecit , && hoc vorum iam fregit , poſtquam oſtrum induit. 
But I do not ſee how it can be called a vow by Mat- 

? thew ( Tortws,) valeſie , in mentioning of the RE 
” would needes gratify his Maiſter ( Bellarmine) , who 
** being ſomtime a vowed leſuite, hath now broken that 
,» Yow by putting on purple &c. | 
45- It ſcemes you vnderſtand aſwell what it is to be 
a Vow-breaker,as a periured perſon. And ecuen ay a lit- 
tle before you did pronounce your King to be for- 
ſworne, if he ſhould admit Catholicke Religion in his 
Kingdome: So now you pronounce Cardinall Bellar 
mine to bea Vow-breaker , becaule againſt his will he 
admitted the Dignity of a Cardinal. Truly you are ve- 
ry ready to vpbraid and taunt, And why,I pray you, 
doe you not call Lather , a Vow-breaker , who of a 
Monke becamea married man ( 1f he may be called a 
married man , and notrather a facrilegious fornicator 
and adulterer ? ) Why not alſo a periured perſon, that 
reieing the ancient faith , which he had recey- 
ued from Chriſt , the Apoſtles, and his Anceſtou 
moſt holy and learned men , and ſealed with an oath, 
C1d 1; brace a new Religion , repugnant to Chriſt and 
the truth? | | 


46. That 


or Torrvra Torrr. 
4.6. That you may therefore vnderſtand the matter, 
heare then what followeth : Ic is onething to vow,or 
promiſe to God any thing abſolutely and 4 ply ; and 
another thing to doe it with a certayne limitation. He 
that voweth after the firſt manner , is bound to per- 
forme that which he promuſeth: he that voweth after 
the ſecond minermay bequit of his band, whenthe li- 
mitation therof doth ſuffer the ſame. Exiples herof we 
haue inthe old Teſtamet.For the Daughters & Wiues 
did vſe to yow with this limitation , to wit,if their Pa+ 
rents and Huſbids did conſenttherto.(Namb.zo.) The 
Nazareansinhke manner yowed with this limitation, 
to wit,they bound themſelnes for a-certaine time only, 
& not for their whole life. ( N#mb. 6. ) Solikewiſe doe 
weinour SOCIETY. Hethat bindeth himſelf by a 
ſimple'vow, ts not thought to be otherwiſe obliged the 
at the arbitrement of his Superiours : Soas if he ſhould 


be by them, for a uſt cauſe,diſmifſed out of the So- 


C1ET Y, the bandor obligation ceaſerh . But he that 
bindethhimſelfe by a folemne vow, dependeth on the 
arbitrement of the Pope , who may take him from the 
SOCIETY, and place him in anyother Degree or 
Dignity. And what new thing is this now Ipray you? 
The like 1s dayly exerciſed — you: You promiſe 
your King Allegiance and lience , but with this 
double limitatts.Firſt, as long as youremaine in _ 
land.Secondly,as long as the King doth not chang his 
Religion. For if it be otherwiſe , youthinke you-are 
not bound thereunto. + ps a ES 


The 
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The fourteenth Paradoxe . © 


28 


we OV fay , the Catholickes reach , fidelity 
47 not to be kept , and falſhood to be lawfull . 
For thus you write pag . 156 .,of your booke. Fos qui 
fidem non ſernan1am, ideft, perfidiam licitam, legitimam, 
docetis ; etiamme wV05 quicquam ae perfidia andetts hiſeere ? 
& inturptudinem veiiram , etiam vel nonmen nominare ? 
ec You, thatteach fidelity not to be kept , that is to ſay, 
cc falſhood tolawfull ; dare you (1 ſay ) as much as once 
<< open your lippes againſt falſhood or perfidiouſnes ? or 

_ «« tonamethe thing to your owne ſhafhe ? 

* 48. Bur ſtay, my friend; who be they with ys that 
teach this dodrine? If your ſer purpole be nothing els , 
but to deale falſely and to caluniate,it is nogreat mer- 
uatle , if you write thus . For ('be it ſpoken with your 
good leaue)this 15 a loud lye,and a manifeſt calumnia- 
tion . But if you be deſirous of truth (as it becommed 
you to haue byn;) why did you notexamine the marter 
firſt , before you wrote ut downe? No doubt, but you 
ſhould haue found another kind of dorme amoneſt 
Catholicks . And if you yet pleaſe, you may ee, —_ 

| Thave formerly written of this argument in my Dil- 
putation , Of keeping faith ( or promiſe ) #0 Heretiches: 
and in my Sundry mixt Qucitiens of the ſame mattef. 
And there ſhall you find , what the Catholickes truly 
and really thinke of this point ; and vyhat our Aduer 
{aries do falſely calumnaate . | 
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The fifteenth Paradoxe . 


| Y OV ſay, that the Catholicks are of the race 
49* Þ of Maldws , for that they heare and inter- 

prete-all with the left eare,and nothing with the right. 
For thus you write pag . 92 . of your booke: 1zterea 
tamen dextra datum , dextra poſrrum » quicquid in Iura- 
mentopoſitum . Quod dextra aatum e#t , os ſiniitra ac- 
cepitizs , &+ de Malchi proſqpiaeſtis , cnipreciſa anrs dex- 
fra : nec wilt vobis anrts reliqua , nift ſinitira, qua audi- 
tis ommia'; omnium , que a nobs dicuntur , ſiniftri audz- 
tores & interpretes . In the meane while notwithſtan-,3 
ding , whatſoever 1s putin an oath, is giuen with the» » 
right, is put with the right. That which1s given with?» 
the right, you receaue with the left; and are of the race” 
of Malchus , who had his right eare cut of : Neither? 
haue you any right eare,buta left, wherwith you heare,, 
all-things ; and become the {tniſter hearers and inter-,, 
preters of all things, that are ſaid by vs &c. FR 
5%.. Thus you houldon, after your wonted map- 
ner, cither totrifle , or calumniate. But I care not, Lit 
vs graunt, what you ſay,to wit, that the Catholiks are 
of the race of Malchus, What get you by this? Truly no- 
thing that makes againſt vs. For do you not know, out 
of the Ghoſpell, that aſſoone as Malchas his right care 
was cut of ,it was againe preſently reſtored by Chriſt? 
And to this end , 6 he ſhould heare or interpret no- 
thing with the left, bucall with the right eare ? If you 
therfor wil have vs to be of the race of Malch®,you muſt 
confeſſe , that this was ſo brought to pafſe by Chriſt 
for vs, that wethould heare and interpret all with our 
—_ a nods & ad cight 


8 4s 
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right cares, and nothing with ourleft alone ; 

51. ButifI liſted in like ſorteo'1eſt , 1 would not 
ſay , that you were of the raceof CMakhw , whoſe 
- eare was cut of ;z but rather of the race of the Tewes, 
who haue eares,and yet heare not, according to that of 
S. Matthew 1 3. 14+ Anditu andietis ec. Tou ſhalt 
heare With you eares , and you ſhall not underitand ; and 
ſeeing , you [hall ſee , and ſhall not ſee. For the hart of 
this people is waxed groſſe , and vith their eares they haue 
heauily heard : and their eyes they haue ſhut &c. and 
the reſt that followeth . But I will not deale fo with 
you. | 


RY: 
THIRD CHAPTER: 
Of the Kinges Supremacy badly defended 


by bis Chaplaine . 


E IN G you haue once determined to flatter 
g the King , you go about to defend and approue 

whatſoeuer you 1magine will pleaſe him . And 
with this mind & deſire, you are imboldned todefend 
the Primacy of the Church , which he vſ to 
himſelfe . But cruly very vnluckily : For in this kind 
you commit a double fault. Firſt becauſe you'bring 
many Acguments which do ouerthrow the Kings Sn- 
premacy , which yet you do for lacke of foreſight. 
SECON DL yY becauſe the Argumentes you bring for 
proofe of the ſaid Supremacy 18 the King ; are of fo 
{mall reckoning or accompt , as they ſeems _— 

| 7". 


.- 


- > k.9; 
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tible . I will lay.them both open before you: and for 
that which belongeth to the firſt head or point, theſe 


not | | 
ole Arguments may be deduced out of your owne Princi- No; 
&, ples,againſt the Kings Supremacy . : 
tof 
_ The firſt Argument , againſt the Kings 
of Supremacy , taken out of the Chap-. — 
re laines ovne Dottrine. 
nd 4 | 
an THE firſt Argument I frame thus : He hath 
** & not the Primacy ofthe-Church, who hath no 
zuriſdiczon Ecclefiaſticall , neither in the interiour 
Court ,..nor exteriour : But the King, out of your 
owne Dodrine hath-no iuriſdiction Eccleliaſticall, 
neither inthe interiour Court , nor exteriour  Ereo, 
he bath notthe Primacy of the Church .. The maior 
propoſition is cleare of it ſelfe, becauſe by the name of 
Primacy , we vnderſtand nothing els in this place, but 
R ſupreme Juriſdition Ecclefiafticall .. He then who 
a hath no. tuciſdiazon, /Ecclefiaſticall, neither internall - 
4 nor externall, hath not the Primacy of the Church: 
d But the King, by your dofrine hath none, neither yl 
0 internall, nor externall . | i 
F 3+ .Natinternall : Forthat this Juriſdiction conſt- 
> Retb in thepower of the Keyes, or inthepoweror au- 
4 thority of forgiuing finnes in the Court of Conſciece, 
t which the King bath not, as you confeſſe pag. 380 . 
p of your booke,1n theſe words : Rex pox aſſumit ins Cla- 
#ium The King doth not aſſume, or takeypon him, 


thepowcr of the Keyes. And worthily.For 4bat _—_ 
oy pake 
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ſpake not to Kings, bur to the Apoſtles , when he ſaid; 
<AMccipite Spiritum Sanitum &c . Receyue the holy Gho#t: 

Whoſe ſienes you forzine , ſhalbe forgiuen them: ant Whoſe 
ſirnes you retaine , ſhalbe retained Fc. | 
4. Notexternall : For this I will euidently euince 
out of yaur owne Principles , which are theſe three . 
The firſt , that the Iuriſdition Ecclefiaſticall of the 
exteriour Court, is not founded vpon any other place, 
then that of S. cMatthey 18. 17. Dic Ecileſie ec. Tell 
the Church - if he will not heare the Church , tet kim be 
wnto thee , as an Ethnicke and Publicane . Y our ſecond 
Principle 1s , that the Iuriſdion which 1s founded 
on that place, is nothing els, then the Right of Cen- 

| furing, or power to excommunicate . Your third 15, 
that the King hath not the Right of Cenſuring;, or 
power toexcommunicate . I doubt not, but you'will 
acknowledg theſe your three Principles . And the laſt, 
you ſet downepar. 1 5 1. of your booke in theſe words; 
Nos Principi poteHatem Cenſiur.e non facimus . Wedo not 
giue power, or authority to the King to vie Cenſures, 
And againe paz: 380. Rex non aſumit ins Cenſure « The 
King doth not take vporthia the Right or powerof 
viing Cenſiires. The former two Principles you in like 
manner.fet downe pag 41. thus: Cenſura duplex ef ; 
Publicani e&& Ethnici, minor ex-maior. Minor 4 SatYamen- 
ris excludit modo . De maiore vers , qua arcet Erleſia iþ- 

ſa, queperinde reddit , vt Ethnices , vix quiſquam ei, 

quin fateatur , inititutam cam 4 Chriito , Matth. 18, 
per vera , Dic Eccleſiz ; fi Eccleſfiam non audierit, fir 
tibi ficutErhnicus . De exteriori foro ibi agitur . Exte- 

4, Ttoris fori Inriſaichio, illo,nec alio loco fundata eff, A Cen- 

» {ure 15 two-fold ; tro wittofthePublican & Com 
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the leſſer and the greater, The leſſer doth exclude frs ,; 
Sacraments for the ptefent . But'as for the greater, ,, 
which caſteth out of the Church it ſelfe, and maketh ,, 
men like vnto Ezhnicks, there is ſcarceany man”, but, 
will confeſſe, that it was 1nftitured by Chriſt Mnrrh. ,, 
18. by theſe words. Tell the Church ; if he'vill.not heare ,, 
the Church , let him be unto thee as an Ethnicke . And-,, 
in that place 15 it meant of the exteriour Court : the ,, 
tnri{diction of which exteriour Court is.grounded on ,, 
that, and no other place &c. Marke well what heere ,, 
you ſay . The iuriſdiction of the externall Court, 
where 15 it founded in the Ghoſpell ? 1 xo other place , 
(ſay you ) then in Matth. 18, It is wel. I delire no 
more. 

5. Hence thendo I thns now conclude: All Inriſdi- 
ion Eccleliaſticall of the externall Court; is fonnded 
in that only place , Dic Eccleſre , tell the Church': Bur 
the King hath not the Juri{dition that is founded in 
that place: Zrgo, he hath no wriſdition founded in 
the Ghoſpell of Chriſt , but inthe braynes of his Cha 
playne. Conſider now well, how you will deale with 
your King, who by your own Dodrine 1s deveſted of 
all Ecclefiaſticall power: and recall thoſe wordes' df 
yours,that you-wrote pag. 90, of your Booke, Primutus 


ſpiritualis debetur _ omni ire, The ſpirituall Pri- 


macy 15 due vnto Kinges by all right No truly;norby 
all right : for, as now yow confeſle;; they hane'1t not 
by right of the Ghoſpell, or new Teſtament. '':- > 
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THe ConryTATION 
The ſecond Argument. 


H x ſecond argument which I produce, no lefle 
6 A forcible then the former , 1s this : He harh not 
the Supremacy of the Church , who cannot ( by his 
power Spiritual ) expeH{our of the Church,any man, 
although he be neuer ſo guilty or faulty : and yet him- 
ſelfe , if he be gmlty , may beexpelled by orhers: or 
( which 15 the ſame thing ) cannot excommunicate a- 
py man, and yet may be excommunicated himſelf by 
others . Bur your King, by your owne DoRrine can- 
not excommunicate, or caſt out of the Church any mi; 
and yet himſelf may be excommunicated, and caſt out 
by others : Ergo , according to your Docrine, he hath 
not the Primacy of the Church. | 
57. ThecMatoriscertayne, and 1s manifeſt by alike 
example. For as hes not accompted a King , who 
cannot baniſh or exile out of his Realme any man, 
though neuer ſo wicked; and yet himſelfe notwithſti- 
ding may be baniſhed and exiled by others , if he of- 
fed : euenſoſandeth the matter in this our caſe. Now 
I ſubſume thus : But the King can excommunicate,or 
caſt out of the Church no man, becauſe he hath mot the 
Right or ptwer tocenſure , as your ſelf ſpeaketh : & yet 
notwithſtanding may he be excommunicated himſelf, 
or driuen out of the Church , as you confeſle pag. 29. 
of your Booke 1n theſe words : Alindeft privare Regem 
bonts Eccleſia communibus , quod facit ſententia , & poteſt 
Forte Pontifex:aliud prinare bono proprio , ideft regno ſuo, 
quod non facit ſententia , nec poteſt Pontifex . Prinabit 
eenſura Pontifics ſocietate fidelium , qua fideles ſunt : bo- 
#47 


or Toxrvax Torrr. | 
num illud enins ſpirituale & ab Eccleſia . Non prinabit 0- 
beaient ia ſubditorum , qua ſubditi ſunt : bonum enim ci- 
wile hoc,nec ab Eccleſia ge. It is one thing to depriue a ,; 
King of the comon(or ſpiritual) goods of the Ghurch »» 
which the ſentence (of Excommunication )doth,8 per- 3» 
haps the Pope can : It is another thing to depriue oo hs 
of his owne proper good, to wit, his Kingdome, ® 
which theſentence(of Excommunication )doth not,nor | 
the Popecan.The Popes Cenſure ſhall depriue , or ex- ,, 
clude him from the ſociety of the faithful, in that they ,, 
be faithfull:for that is a ſpirituall good and dependeth »» 
of the Church.But it ſhall not depriue him of the obe- »» 
dicce of his {ubies,in that they be his ſubieRs:for this 2» 
15a caul(or temporal ) good, nor dothit depend of the 
Church &c. Then I conclude thus : Feas.the Kang by 
your owne ſentence hath not the Supremacie of the 
Church. 
8. And by this Argument , which is taken out of 
ur owne-Doarine , I not onlie proue, the King-ta 
ape no'Supremacie Eccleſiaſtical : but alſo thathim- 
ſelfe doth thinke far otherwile , in this point,then you 
do. For you confeſle out of your former wordes , that. 
the King may. be excommunicated by the Pope: Ergo, 
you mult alſo confeſle, that the King in this caſe is in»: 
ferior to the Pope. But your King in his-Premonition 
to all Chriſtian Princes , denieth it in theſe words: NZ 
neque me Pontifice ulla ex parte inferiorem eſſe credo. pace 
dlliue dixerim.Fornenher do-I think: my (elfe any: waia 
infenour. tothe Pope, by his leaue be 1t ſpoken. Yt he 
be no waie inferiour vnto-him ;how can he then be 
excommunicated or. puniſhed: by him ? See. then: by 
whatmeancs you will heere defend your. King... : | 
\£4l G 2 The 
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Thethird Argument, 


M Y third Argument 15 drawne from your own 
9 wordes fag. 177. of your Booke , which are 
theſe : Duo hac regna , Reipublice & Ecileſie , quamuin 
duo manent , hoc ab illo diuiſum , duos habent ': poſt quam 
in wnum cealeſcunt , nou vt induclis au , ſed ut inuno 
4» 115 Primus eſt." Thele two Kingdomes, to wit , of 
» the Common - wealth and the Church , fo long as 
 »» they remaine two, this deuided from that , they haue 
2 two Heades : but after they become one , not as two 
? in two, but as one 1n one, there 1s but one Chiefe 
&c.'This you would ſay : There be two diſtin King- 
domes 1n this world,one of the Ciuil Comon-wealth, 
another of the Church'of Chriſt : Theſe Kingdomes 
 ſolong as they remaine two, haue two Primates , or 
Heades : but when they grow into one , they haue bur 
one Primate or chiete Head. I accept that which you 
raunt, and do ſubſume thus + But in the new law , 
which Chriſt inſtituted , there remayne two King- 
domes ; nor are they become one : Therefore in x 2 
new Law , there muſt be two diſtin Primates, or. 
Heads , one whereof muſt rule the Church, the other 
the Ciuill Commonwealth : Ergo , the King of En- 
gland , if he belong to the new Law, doth not rule 
both at once. 
10. Whatcanyou heere now deny ? Tell me, Ipray 
you , in Chriſtes time , when the new Law was inſtt- 
tured , were theſe two Kingdomes deuided , or were 
they one? This later, you neyther can, nor dare affirme. 
For if the Churchand Common-wealth had byn one 
©. , 1n 


- 
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in Chriſtes ryme, then ſhould there haue byn but one 
Chiefe or Head of both , according to your owne do- 
&rine. And therefore eyther Chriſt ſhould haue byn 
Chiefe both of the Church & commonwealth, which 
you will not graunt ;orels he ſhould haue byn Chiefe 
or Head of neyther , which 1s againſt Scripture. It re- 
mayneth then , that in Chriſts tyme thoſe two King- 
domes were diſtin & demded, and had two different 
Primates or Heads;to wit Chriſt, Head of the Church, 
and the King or Emperour, Head of the Common- 
wealth. 

11. Butnow1ifin Chriſts tyme, there were not one 
and the ſame Chiefe,or Head, both of the Church and 
Common- wealth , which you ought to graunt ; how 
then dare your King , who oedfellech the Inſtitution 
of Chriſt , vſurpe ynto himſelfe both Primacies , to 
wit, both of the Church , & commonwealth : vnleſſs 
you will ſay, that he followeth herin the cuſtome of - 
the Iewes, and not of the Chriſtians, & ſo in this point 
is more like a Iew then a Chriſtian. For this you doe 
ſeeme toinfinuate , when as fag. 363. of your Booke 
you ſay : A more, inilitutoque Iſraelss orditur Apologia 
&c. From the cuſtome and inſtitute of Iſrael (zoe 
the old Teſtament ) our Apologyor' defence beginneth,,, 
and from thence hath all this queſtion her force and ,, 
ſtrength { zowir o the Smpremacy.” For in 1ſraell did,, 
God erect a Kingdome for his poopie. in that King-,, 
dome he founded a Church to his owneliking. From ,, 
thence are we to take example: for ſo much, asin the,, 
new Teſtament we haue none. For no where haue the,, 
Church and Empire byn ioyned , or vnited togeather,, 
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12. | Outof this your ſo cleare and manifeſt con- 
feffion I gather two things. The one 1s, that your 
King of Exzl/anddoth viurpe vnto himſelfe the Prima- 
Cy both of the Church and Comon wealth , without 
any example therof in the new Teſtament. The other: 
that either your King of England muſt needs be decea- 
ued,or els that other Kings and Emperours are 1n er- 
rour. For if , as youſay , the Church and Empire no 
where in the new Teſtament haue conioyned togea- 
ther in one;& that yet now in Exglard they are vnited 
in one: it followeth neceſſarily,that hitherto all Kings 
and Emperours hauz erred in this point, & your Kin 
only is the firſt that is vviſe: orels, truely, Condick 


15 more credible ) that other Kings and Princes haue 


heerin beene wiſe , and your King to haue beene de- 
ceaued , 2nd miſſed the marks.  _ 

13. ButIlſce well, what may be heertoobieted , 
and that1s this: That the Pope , forſooth,in ſome pare 
of Italy doth yſurpe alſo the Primacy both of the C6- 
monyv vealth and Church. I confeſle it to be ſo. But 
this conioining ( to vvit,of temporall and ſpirituall 
ſtates) hath beene introduced by humane rb: only: 
but you contend that your King hath both Primacies 
by dune right . And this you cannot proue , 


The fourth Argument . 
14. F H:E fourth Argument , is taken outof the 


wordes of your Booke, pag.35.6 36.where 


you ſay : Chriſta enim, cuins hic vicem obtendis , nox 
fic prefuit , dum in terris fuit.. Regnum quod de munda 
fait, non habuit . Regni , quod non habit, vices non com- 
"2 
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miſt . Chriſt , vyhole office you pretend , did not1o ,, 
rule , when he lied ypon earth: he had no Kingdome,,, 
which vvas of this world : He gaue not another his ,, 
place in a ap 90 , which he F 
againe a litle after ſay you : Et ile quidem Rex Regum, 
fed qua Requm Rex eft , immortalss eſt ; murtalem 
nullum Proregem habet . Papa mortalts ipſe , non aliter - 


| Chrifiivicarins, quam qua mortals Chriiizs . He truly ** 


(t0vit Chrift )1s Kang of Kings, butin that heis King ?? 
of Kings , he is immorrtall : he hath no mortall Vice- 2? 
roy { or Vicar.) The pope 1s morrtall ; nor he 1s other- 2? 
wailc the Vicar of Chirit , thenin that Chriſt is mor- 22 
tall &c. | 

15. In theſe words yon go about to proue , that the 
Pope, although he be Chriſts Vicar ; yet hath he no 
temporall Kingdome . You ſuppoſe Chriſt tobe con- 
fidered two manner of waies. Firſt, as he is immortall, 
or according to his Diunitie : Secondly , as he is mor- 
tall , or according to his humanity . This done, you 
argue thus: Chriſt according to his Diwnity , or, in 
that he 15immorrall, is King of Kings, and hath all 
the Kingdomes of this world in his power , yet not- 


- wvithſtanding hath he no mortall Vicar or Subſtitute 


But the Pope 1s mortall : Ergo, he is not the Vicar of 
Chrift , in that Chriſt is immorrtall, or God . Againe- 
Chriſt according to his Humanity (ſay you) or, as he 
is mortall , hath no temporall Kingdome - and ther- 
fore cannot haue any Vicar or Subſtitute in a tempo- 
rall Kingdome : Ergo, the Pope, although he be his 
Vicar, yet is he not ſo in his temporall Kingdome, 
but in his Spirituall. | 

36 Thus is the force of your Argument, But do 
you 


ad not &c . And the _ 
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ou not ſee that this may be gn likes manner retorted 
| ous ypon your King? Yea by the very ſame argu- 
ment your King may be deneſted , both of his rempo- 
rall Kingdome , and his Supremacy 1n the Church. 
Which I proue thus: If your King haue a _remporall 
Kingdome , he hath it cither as the Vicar of God 1m- 
mortall ( which he pretendeth,) or els as the Vicar 
of Chriſt mortall . But neither of theſe may be ſaid. 
Not the firſt : Becauſe God , as he 1s 1immortall , hath 
no mortall Vicar,as you freely affirme: But your King, 
without all doubt 1s mortall : Ergo, he1s not the Vicar 
of God immortall . Not the later : Becauſe Chriſt , as 
he 15 mortall, hath no temporall Kingdome, and con- 
ſequently no temporall Vicar - Ereo , your King 1s 
not the Vicar of Chriſt, in his temporall Kingdome . 
Ando , he 1s either deueſted of all cemporall domini- 
on : or if he haue any , he muſt needes be ſomeother 
bodies Vicar, then Gods 1mmortall, or Chriſts mortall, 
This, I know: you will not graunt, therfore the other 
muſt be graunted . 
17. Hencedol further conclude: Your King doth 


not vſurpe vnto himſelfe the Primacy of the Church, 


by any other title, then that he 15 a temporall Prince 
and the Vicar of God : But now I haue ſhewed out of 
your owne doctrine that he 1s not a temporall King, 
nor the Vicar of God - Ergo, by the title of a temporall 
Prince, he cannot claime the Primacy of the Church. 
Heere you had need to ſuccour him, if you can. 


* uy Fr, 
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The fifth Argument 


E T HE fifth Argument may be taken out of 


your owne wordes , before rehearſed , pag. 
39. of your booke thus : Mind et prinare Regem bo- 


ts Eccleſia communivus ec. Itis one thing to deprmea ** 


King of the comm0(0or ſpiritual!) goods of the Church, ** 
which the ſentence { of excommunication )doth, & per- ©* 
haps the Pope can . It1s another thing to depriue him ** 
of his owne proper good,to wit, his Kingdome, which ©* 
the ſentence( of excommunication )loth nor, nor the Pope © 
can. The Popes Celure ſhal deprine or exclude him fr © 
the ſociety( or communion) of the faithtull,m that they be © 
faithful, for that 1s a ſpiritual good , & deptderh of the © 
Chorch. But it ſhal not depriue him of the obedicce of << 
kis ſubie&s,in that they be ſubies;for this 1s a c1uil(or © 
teporall)good, nor doth it depend of the Church &c. « 
19, Heereyoudiſtinguiſh two forts of good things © 
which belong to the King . Some you call Spiritaall, << 
which depend of the Church: 'others Ciuz, which ; 
depend not of the Church. You adde - Theſe ( to 
wit Ciuil{ ) are proper to the King, cf which he 
cannot , by Cenfure , be deprived : The other, 
are the common goods of - the Church, of which he 
may bedepriued . Now I demaund whether the Pri- 
macy of the Church ,, which the King vſurpeth, be- 
longe to the common goods of the Church , or ra- 
ther to his owne ciuill or temporal! goods ? One of 
theſe two muſt you grafit;1f your diſtintion be good 
and ſufficient , If crhis Primacy belong tothe common 
goods of the Church , it followeth then , that euery 
oy -H _ faith- 
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Faithfull Chriſtian , that 15 in the Church, is no lefſe 
Head of the Church , then your King . For that the 
g259ds , which be common to all Chriſtians being in 
the Church , may nolefie be vſurped of one then of 
another . But if this Primacy belong to the Czui/{200ds 


of the Church ; then it followeth , that the King Can- 


not be depriued of the Primacy of the Church by any 
Ecclehaſticall Cenſure » and therfore after that he 1s 
excommunicated , and caſt ont of the Church, as an 
Ecthnicke , vet in him remaineth the Primacy of the 
Church : which is moſt abſurd. 

20. The like Argument is taken ont of your words 
following , which are theſe < 40. of your booke. 
Kex quins 1um de Ethnico Chrittiame fit , non perdit 
terrenum ins. ſed acquirit ius nounm; put4,inbons Eccle- 
fie ſpiritualibus . 1tidem cum de Chriſtians fit ſicut Eth« 
nicus , vigore ſententia amittit nouum ins , quod acqui= 
feerat in bonis Eccleſia ſpiritualibas 1, fed retinet tamen 


terrenum ins , antiquum ius in temporalibus' quod fucrat 


#liproprium , priuſquam Chriſtian fierct . Euery Kin 
2» Whea of an Ethnicke he 1s made a Chriſtian , oth 
2» not therby looſe his temporall right, but getteth a new 
>» right , to wit, 1n the fpirituall goods of the Church. 
»» In like manner , when of a Chriſtian he 1s made an 
> Ethnicke (to vit by Excommunication ) he , by force of 
>» the Cenfure, leeſeth his new nght, which he had got- 
>» ten 1n the fpirituall goods of the Church : but yer not- 
»» withſtanding he keepeth his temporall right, his anc 
>, ent right 1n. temporalities , which was proper ynto 

>, him , before he was a Chriſtian. 
21. Heerealſodoyoudiſtinguih the double right 
of a King : the one axciext and zrmporall, which a 
on roms ee King 
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King hath before he be a Chriſtian; the other xy and 
Piritzuall , which he getteth , when he is made a Chri- 
{tian. Now 1n like manner | demaund , whether doth 
the Supremacy of the Church which your King vſur- 
perh, belong to that axcient & temporall right, or rather 
to this ey and ſpiritualle It nt belong to the axcient and 
femporall right; ut tolloweth , that Echnicke Kings be- 
fore they be made Chriſtians , haue the Supremacy of 
the Church , which 1s abſurd . If it belong to the xewp 
and ſpirituallright ; it followeth , that Kings , when 
in baptiſme they be made Chriſtians, or members of 
the Church , do receaue more n their baptiſme then 
other menz which in another place of your Booke you 
deny . For you contend , that all men , of what ſort 
or degree ſoeuer they be , are equall unto them , in thoſe 
things , Which are obtcined through baptiſme BE 


The fixt Argument . 


HE fixt Argument you infinuate pag. $3; 

at T of your us 4 when you ſay: Nec _ By 
gum ſubditi , qua ſubditi , Eccleſie pars wila ſunt , ſed 
Reegni. CAntequam de Eccleſia eſſent , ſubditi erant ; cums 
extra Eccleſiam ſunt , nihilominus manent ſubditi . Qud 
frales ſunt , pars Eccleſia ſunt : qua ſubditi ſunt , Regt 
ac Keipublicep'rs ſunt. Neyther are the ſubiefts of a ,z 
K1ng, 1n thar they beſubiedts,any part of the Church, »» 
but of theKingdome. Before they were of the Church, »» 
they were ſubieAts: when they are out of the Church, ” 
notwithſtanding they remaine ſubies . Inthar they *? 
be Faithfull , ( or Chriftians ) they are a part of the,” 
Church: Incthat they be ſabieRs, they are a part of the, 
"ag H 2  King- 
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Kingdome and Commonwealth , 
23- Heerhencedo argue thus : The Iuriſdiaion 
ofa King , doth notextend it ſelfe but to the ſubieas 
of the King , 1n that they are ſubieQs ( for 1f we re- 
ard them , 1n that they be not ſubieas , they cannot 
C vnder the Juriſdiction of the King : ) But the ſub- 
xeatsof a King, inthat they beſubieas, are notapart - 
of the Church , but only cf the commonwealth, as 
you affirme - So as the Iuriſdi&tion of a King which he 
hath ouer his ſubieRs, 1n that they be ſubicRs , can- 
not. be Fecleſiafireall , bur Ciuill only: Ergo, they are 
not ſubiet ro the King in Eccleſaſticall affaires , bur 
only in C:11]l. Nothing 1s more certaine out of this 
your owne Princople. 


[7 THE 
CHAPLAINES 
Argument for the Kinges Supremacy . 


Ttherto have I ſhewed , that out of your owne 

; doctrine ſtrong Argumentes may be drawne 
to overthrow the Kings Supremacy : Now let vs ſee, 
3f your others be as forcible to the contrary ,wherwith 
you goe about to eſtabliſh the ſame Supremacy in the 
Kang . I will pretermitt thoſe, which are common 
to you,and your King , and are by me refuted other- 
where. One, which 15 moſt peculiar and principall to 
your ſelfe,I will becre diſcuſle . Thus then you pro- 
pole it, in the 157. page of your Booke. Dixit autem 0- 
lim Toſue populus , in omnibus pariturum ſe ei , ſicut 
| Tn TAE Moxfs 


=» 


< 
_ 
» 
- 


or Toxrtvara' Torri. 55 
Moyſp parnernunt ;paruerunt autem & Moyſi in Feecle- 
frafticis . Nen imterceſsit tum Pentifex Eleagarms , ne in 


emnibus , ſed temperalitus . Quod fi quicquam intereſſe 


puter , quod Toſue virus Deiculter fait , ne in Ortheda- 
xt ſolts locum habere wvidcatur ;, Kex Babel certe , hercti- 
co par, mmpe 1aololatra , wui tamen Propheta nenmeds 
non diſſuaſit populo , ſed author etiam ſuit ſulmittendi 
 colla (ub ingo eius, eique ferniendi. Idem Pharaoni fa- 
Hum , cuins abſque venia , necpedem monere voluerunt de 
/Egypto , vt Deo ſacrificarent. Idem Cyro, cuins itidem 
' absque venia nec excedere Chaldaea , vt templum aedifica- > 
rent 6c. The people ſometyme fayd vnto Toſue, that y 
they would obay him 1n all thinges , as they had obey- ,, 
ed cMoyſes,but they obeyed Moyes in Eccleliaſticall zz 
© matters . Nor did the high Prieſt Eleazarus then med- >» 
dle, no not 1n any thing , but in temporal. But if any? 
- man ſhalthinke this more to auayle, becauſe Toſue was * 
a true worſhipper of God,and leaſt this right ſhould p2 
ſeeme to hane placein only Orthodoxall, or right- be- ,, 
leeuing Kinges ; Behould then the King of Babel, e-,, 


" quall to an Hereticke, to wit an Idolater, whome » 


notwithſtanding the Prophet not only not difſuaded »» 
the people to | , but alſo was Author, that they *? 
ſubmitted their neckes vnder his yoke, & ſerued him, *? 
Thelike was done to Pharao, without whole leaue , || 
they ( to wit the Texues ) would normooue a footout,, 
of /£eypr,that they mighe ſacrifice to God, And the ,, 
fame to Cyrus without whoſe leaue in like maner, they »» 
would not depart out of Chaldza,that they might build a 


their Temple &c. Fg | 
25. Theforceof your Argumentis this,that not on- 


ly Orthodoxall Kings in the old Teſtament, but Gen- 
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ces alſo & Idolaters had the Primacy of the Church, | 
' Ereo, the ſame 15 to be {ard of Kinges of the new Te- 


ſtament. The former part of the antecedent you proue 
by the example of Toſue , to whome the people of the 
Izwes ſaid ( Toſ.1.17. ) As Ve haue obeyed Moyſes in all 
 thinges , ſovill ye obey you. Butthey obeyed Moyſes , 


not only 1n temporall matters , but alſoin Eccleſtaiti- 


call : Ergo, did they ſo obey Toſue . The later you 
proue by the example of the three Gentile Kinges,Na- 
buchodonoſor in Babylon, Paarao 18 E gipt, and Cyrus 1n 
Chaldza , to whome the lewes were ſubie& , euen 


in Eccleſiaſticall matters, becauſe without their leaue, 


they durſt neyther offer Sacrifice , nor build their 
Temple. x 

26. Thatyou may then ſce, of what ſmall moment 
this your Argument 15 3 I will briefely examine euery 
part therof . And firſt I will ſpeake ſomething of Moy- 
ſes : ſecondly of Toſue , who ſucceeded him:and third= 
ly of the' Gentile Kings which you haue cited . Con- 


cerning AMoyſes then , it 15 certaine, that he was not 


only a Temporall Prince, bur an Ecclehiaſticall alſo :or 
it we ſpeake all, heſuſteyned a quadruple perſon, or 
the perſon of foure men. The firſt of a Temporall 
Prince, the ſecond of a Law - maker , the third 
of a high Prieſt, or Biſhop , and the fourth of a Prophet. 
And > 15 teſtified by Philo {;b. g of the life of Moyſes 
in the end , where he ſaith : Her ef wita, hicexits 
Moyſts, Rees , Leoiſlators , Poutificts , Prophete. This 
15 the life and death of Moyſes, a-Kaing , a Law-maker, 
a high Prieſt, and a Prophet. And the ſame 1s plainly 
euinced out of the Scripture. That he was a temporall 

Prince or ludge , itis maniteit by that of Exodus 18. 

| | of 
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43.Altera die ec. And the next day Moyles ſate to inde 
the po” phe flood by Moyles jrem morning vntill 
»ieht:which thing S. Aueuſirme mentioneth in his C8, 
gueſt. vpon Exodus thus : Sedebat ( 1nquit ) indiciaria 
poteſtate ſolus , populo vninerſo ftante . He fate ( faith F, 
Anenuftine ) atone with power to 1dge , all the people 
Nanding. That he wasa Law-maker , it 15 maniteſt, as 
well by other piaces,, as that of S, John 1. 1 7. Lex 
per Moyſen data eff. The law was giuen by Moyſes. 
That he wasa Biſhop or high Pyjeſt , 1s partly gathe- 
red out of that of the Pſalme 98 'F Moyſes & Aaron in 
Sacerdotibus eins . Moyſes and Aaron are numbred a- 
mongſt his Prieſts : and partly alſo by the Prieſtly fa- 
Rion , that he exerciſed . For that ( as it1s written Le- 
wit. 8.) he conſecrated Aaron a Prieſt, he ſan&ihed the 
Tabernacle and the Aultar , he offered Sacrifice , Ho= 
Jocauſtes , and Incenſe to our Lord. And this was 
not lawfull for any to do, but Prieſts, according to that 
of 2. Parahid. 26.18. Noneft officy tui , Ozia , vt ado= 
teas incenſum Domino , ſed ſacerdotum. It 15 not your of- 
fice,0z5as , to offer incenſe to our Lord , but the office 
of Prieſtes. Laſtly , that he was a Prophet , 15 manifeſt 
by that Nam. 12. 6. Si quis fuerit inter vos Prophets 
Domini &c.Tf there ſhalbe among you a Prophet of our 
Lord , in viſion Will T appeare to him , or in ſleep will T 
ake unto him. But my ſeruant Meyſes i not ſucha one, 
who 1n all my houſe i mo# faithful : for mouth to month 
T ſpeake to hims , and openly , and not by riddles and figures 
doth he ſee the Lordecc. | 
27. Nowas for 7oſue, he ſucceded not Moyſes in 
all theſe offices . For he ſucceded him not 1n B1ſhoply 
degree, orhigh Prieſthood ; Nor yerin m—_— 
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In Proph ly, whether hdid or no, I diſputz not. Bne 
that h2 ſa2c22ded him 1n remporall Principality , it is 
manifeſt our of Num. 7-18.Dixitque Dominus 44 Moy - 


ſen, tolle Toſue filium Nun &:. And our Lord ſaid to 


M oyſes, take Toſue the ſonn? of Nun &:. And put thy had 
9 him:Wwho ſhall ſtand before Eleazar the Prieſt ,es al the 
; multitude: thou ſhalt giue him precepts in the ſight of al, 
& part of thy glory that all the Synagozue of the Children 
of Iſrael! may heave him. For him if any thinz be to be done, 
Eleazar the Pricſt [hal conſult the Lord. At his word (hal he 
29 out ,o& [hal go in,and al the Children of 1ſrael vith him, 
an the reſt of the multitude ec. In which words three 
thinzs are to be noted which make to our purpoſe : the 
firſt,that Toſue, was defigned the ſucceſour of Moyſes: 
the ſecond , that Moyſes gaus him part of his glory, that 
15 to ſay , he gaue him not all the power he had, aſwell 
E cclefiaſticali,as temporall , but temporall onely : the 
third , that he ſhould be ſubie& ro Elcazay the High: 
. Prieſt, and doeuery thing at this commandement.For 
this do thoſe wordes ſ1gnity, Pro hoc ec. For him (to 
wit Ioſue ) if any thinz be tobe done , Eleazar the Prielt 
ſhall conſult the Lord. At hi yord( to wit of Eleazar }, 
fhall Ioſue go out and in &c. | 
28. Heere may you playnely ſee , in how different 
a ſenſ2 you alleaged that place , Sicut in its obediuimus 
Moyſt, ita obediems & tibi : As in theſe thinges we 0- 
beyed cAMopſes , ſo will we obey you . For you ynder- 
ſtand it thus ; as who ſhould ſay , the people of the 
Tewes ought to obey Toſue , 19 all thinges both Eccle- 
fiaſticall and c1uill , as they had obeyed Moyes. But 
you are deceyued.Firſt, for that in Eccleſiaſtioal affay- 
bes they were to obey Eledzar the Prieſt , Secondly , 


-_- 
» — 
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becauſe thoſe words (as ve hae obeyed Moyſes ) were 
not vttered of all the people, but only of the Rubenites, 


A Gaaites , and of halte the Tribe of Manaſſes . Neyther 

co © 4idehey fay, thatthey would obey 7oſuc in all thinges 
F ſmmply, wherin they had before obeyed Moyes ( al- 
» chough ſonitymes they murmured againſt him , & did 

1, not obay him: ) butin thoſe thinges only, which were 

" appointed them by Moyes , to wit , that they ſhould 

- leaue their wiues , childre, & cattle in the place where 

» they then were, and arming themſelues, rogeather 

, with the reſt of the Tribes , ſhould paſſe ouer Tordar , 

2 IK and fightagainſt theirenemies, varil they being van-= 

> quiſhed , the reſt of the Tribes ſhould there make their 
» quiet poſleflion . And this1s euident out of the con- 

t text of Scripture it ſelfe Toſae 1. 12. 1n theſe wordes : 

l Rubenitis quoque & Gadaitis , & dimidiz tribui Manaſſe 

2 ait erc. Tothe Rubenites alſo and Gaddites , and to ,; 
» halfe the tribe of Manaſſes , Toſae ſaid : Remember the »» 
- word which Moyſes the ſeruant of our Lord comman- »» 
> ded you ,{aying : Our Lord your God hath giuen you *? 
I reſt, and all this land , your wiuesand children, and - 
} | cattle ſhall tarry inthe land, which Moyſes delivered ,) 


yntoyou beyond Tordan: but paſſe you ouer armed be-,, 

fore your brethren, all that are ſtrong of hand, & fight ,, 

for them , vntill our Lord giue reſt to your brethren,as -» 

toyou alſo he hath given ; and they alſo poſleſle the» 

| land, which our Lord your God will giue them,and fo * 
| returne into theland of your poſſeſſion: and youſhall ?* 
dwell in ut, which Moyfes the ſeruant of our Lord ,| 

gaus you beyond/ordan,againſ the rifing of the ſunne,, 

&c. Thus Ioſue to the people . So as that which im- ,, 
mediately followeth ( to wit , Omnia qua precepiſt _ _ 
FT I is 
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» bs ec. All thinges that thou haſt commanded vs, we 
»» will do, and > Arty one thou ſhaltſend vs, we will 
” 00. Andas weobeyed Moyſes in all things , ſo will we 
? obey thee allo, ) 1s referred to that which went before. 
” But there is no mention made of Eccleſiaſticall mat- 
ters , but only of taking armes againſt their enemyes, 
who polleſled their land, 

29. Onthis ſydethen, as youſee , your Argument 
falleth to the ground, & proceedeth from a falfe prin- 
ciple. On the other fide,that which you bring of Gen- 
tile and Idolatrous Kinges, I do not fee what force tt 
may haue. For that thole three Kinges , which you 

mention , were by your owne confeſſton eyther Pri- 

mates of the Church of God, or they were not. I 
hope you will nor ſay that they were , becauſe yow af- 
firme the contrary more then once m your Tortara > 
and that worthily - ro wn, that they who be out of 


the Church of God , cannot be Princes and Rulers tn . 


the ſame Church . Yt they were not Primates of the 
Church, as certes they were not , how then will you 
proue by this thewr example , that the King of Ezgland 
15 head or Primate of the Church ? This only you may 
conclude , that as the ewes durſt not go forth of E- 
ypt , to ſacrifice to God , without King Pharao his 
eaue, who had brought them into cruell bondage yn- 
der his yoke : Soinl1ke manner the Catholickes , that 
line 11 Exelaxd, dare not gooutto other Cathelicke 
Countries , where they may recetme the holy Eucha- 
riſt after the Catholick manner , without King James 
his leave , who will not ſuffer them fo to do, without 
his licence, ynder payne of death or impriſonmer.And 
the like may be laid of the other twoldolatrous _ 
ut 
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But what is this to the Primacy of the Church? I 
ſhould rather thinke it (longed ro tyrany or impiety, 


The Conclufion to the Chaplayne. 
Ov v haue heere briefly , what I haus 
thought concerning your Booke , which 


Ss, 
$ ©, 
nt Y you haue written in defence of your King: 


” You haue heere{ I lay ) theſe three pointes : Firſt, that 
you haue oftentimes handled the matter not ſo much 


= an Argument , as 1n raylings or exprobrations. Se- 
_ condly , that you haue defyled euery thing with Para- 
_ goxes, and falſe opinions. Thardly, that you haue ra- 
8 ther ouerthrowne theneſtabliſhed the Kings Primacy, 
: which you ſought to fortify : andall theſe things haue 
'Þ you done through a certayne deſire you haue to flat- 


ecrtbe King. Therefore if you ſhall repreſle this your 
"mn - defire, and behould the onely truth ofthe thing it ſelfe, 
| ut will be very caly for you to amend your former 
_ faultes, which I altogeather counſell you to doe. And 
nd if you ſet God before your eyes ( who is the firſt and 
27 prancipall yerity ) you will doe it. 


is AN APPENDIX, 
at Of the Compariſon betweene a King and 
ke a Bishop . 

2- Hs h 

£4 I N your booke you doſo compare a King and a Bi- 
ut I ſhop togeather , that you manifeſtly deprefſe the 
d Authority of the one, and extoll the Dignity 
8. ( higher chenis ficting ) of the other, And therefore 
: | E8-: what 
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what others haue thought before yon concerning this 
point , I will brieffy lay before your eyes, that you may 
chooſe whether, changing your opimicn , you will 
ſtand to their wdgmentes , orels retayning tt, ſlill per- 
{GK in your errour. Thus then haue others theught and 
, taught before you. 
2» Num\{27. 21. ProJoſue fi quidaeen umerit ec. Nt 
?» for Toſue ary thing be to be done,)er Flazar the Prieſt 
>> conſult with the Lord. At his word ( 7CWv#t wn" a, 
?> ſhall he goe out, and goin, and with him all the ſonns 
?> of Iſracl , and the rcft of the multitude &c . So as heere 
2> the ſecular Prince is commanded to do his affaures at 
22 the deſcretion of the Pneſt. NESS 
22 Deuter. 17.12. 9ui ſuperbierit ec. He that ſhall be 
>> proud , refuſing to obay the commandement of the 
>? Prieſt , who at that time miniſtreth to eur Lord th 
3» God &c.that man ſhall dye, and thou ſhalt take away 
>> the euill out of 1ſrael &c . 
23 1. Reg. 22.27. Air Rex Saul Emiſſarys ec. King 
>» Saul ſaid to his Seruants that ſtood about kim: Turne 
>» your ſelues, and kill the Prieſts of the Lord &c. And 
>> the Kings ſeruants would not extend their hands vpa 
>» the Prieffs of the Lord . So as, they made greater e- 
>> ſteeme of the Prieſts authority , then of their Kings 
>» cummandement . | | 
9 4: Reg. 11.9. Fecerunt Centuriones inxta Omnia 
22 &c. Ard the Centurions did according to all things, 
2» that Tozda the Prieſt had commanded s ns : and eve 
>» one taking their men &c. came to Toida the Pricſt &c. 
2» And he brought forth the Kings ſonne, and put vpon 
>> im the diademe, and the covenant &c. And Toida 
2 commanded the Centurions , and ſaid to them : -— 
OI 


—— 


& 
forth Athalia ( the Queene ) without the precinas of, 
the Temple , and whojocuer ſhall follow = , ct him ,, 
be ſroken with the ſword &c. = 

2. Paralip. 19. 11. CAmarias Saterdos & Pontifex ,, 
weſter &c. CAmarias the Prieſt and your Biſhop ſhall- ,, 
bechiete 1n thoſe things, which pertayne to God. ,, 
Moreouer Zabadias , the ſonne of Iſrael, who is the ,, 
Prince of the houſe of Tuda, ſhalbe over thoſe works, ,, 
which pertaine to the Kings office &c. RN 

2. Paralip. 26. 16. Cxm roboratma efſet ec. When ,, 
Oz:45 the King was ſtrengthened, his hart was ele- ,, 
uated to his ys Sting &c. andentring intothe tem- ,, 
ple of our Lord, he would burne incenſe ypon theal- ,, 
tar of incenſe. And preſently CAzarias the Prieſt ,, 
entring in after him , and with him the Prieſts of our ,, 
Lord &c. they reſiſted the King and ſaid : It is not thy ,, 
office ,,OZias , to burne incenſe to our Lord , but the ,, 
Prieſts &c. Get thee out of the Saruary , contemne ,, 
not , becauſe this thing ſhall not be reputed vnto thee ,, 
for the glory of our Lord God . And 0z#as being an- ,, 
gry &c. threatned the Prieſts . And forthwith there a- ,, 
roſe a leproſy in his forehead before the Prieſts &c. ,, 
and 1n. haſt they thruſt him out &c. = 

Toap. 21. 32. Feede my ſheepe &c.Matth.16.19. ,, 
To thee will I giue the Keyes of the Kingdome of ,, 
heauen &c. CAd@4. 20.28. The holy Ghoſt bath placed ,, 
Biſhops ( pct ſecular Kings )togouerne the Church of ,, 
God &c. 1. Cor. 4. 1. Soleta maneſtecmwe vs, as the ,, 
miniſters of Chriſt, and the diſpenſers of the my- ,, 
ſeries of God &c. 2. Cor. 5.20. We are Legates for,, 
Chriſt &c, 23 
8. Gregory Nazianzen, wring to the Emperours ,, 
*& = 
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of Conſtantinople apod Gratian. dift..10. can. 7. faiths 
2» Liventer accipitis &c. You do willingly heare , that 
>» the law of Chriſt doth ſubie&@ you to Prieſtly power. 


_ #» Forhe hathgiuen ys that power - yea , he hath giuen 


2» vs a Principality , much more perfe& , then that of 
2» yours Cc. ' | 

»» , S.Gregory the Pope writing to Hermannu Biſhop 
2» of Metz dit. $6. car. 6. faith: Gur dutitat ere. Who 
»» doubteth, but that the Prieſts of Chriſt are to be ac- 
-» compted;the Fathers , and maiſters of Kinges, and 
»» Princes?” | . * | 

T Toax. Papa, , diſt. 96. can. 11. Si Imperator Ca- 
»» tholicws et 7c. If the Emperour be a Catholike ; he 1s 
»» a Sonne,, and not a Prelate of the Church . What be- 
2» longethto Religion , he ought to learne, and not to 
>» teach. Andthen againEafterwards: Imperatores &&c. 
» ChriftiafEmperoarsFand Kings , ought ro ſubmit 
2» their 1mpl $.ypto Ecclefiaſticall Prelates , and 
-» notpreferre them; © 424 

» Txnocentims; . indecret. de maior. & obed . can! 
2» 6. Non negamm ec. We deny not , but that the Eunpe- 
2» rour doth excell in temporall things : bur the Pope ex- 
>» celleth 1n ſpirituall z which areſo much the more wore 
»» thy , then temporall ; by how much the ſoule is prefer 
>» red before the body &c. 


pe Hofias Biſhop of Corduba tn Spaine , tothe Empe- 


»» rour Con#tantius , layth : Define, queſo , A_— Oc 
»» Giue ouer , I befeech you , o Emperour: do not buſy 
>» your ſelfe in Eccleſiafticall affaires , nor inſuch things 
»> do not teach vs, bur rather learne of vs. To yow hath 
»» God committed the rule of the Kingdome , but vnts 
» YS hath he dehuered the affaires of his Church &c. 
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S. Ambroſe in his 3 $+Epiſtle to his Siſtst Mp: F 
#4, writeth , that he halſayd to the EmperourFatn- ,, 
tinian: Noli te granare Imjierator ee. Do not trouble ,, 
your ſelfe, o Emperour, t9thinkgthat you haue any.,, 
Imperiall right in thoſe thinges which are diuine. To ,, 
the Emperourdo pallaces belong ; but Churches per-,, 
taine ynto Prieſts &c.,- ... - . . * 
Valentinianu the Emperour faid : Mihi qui nm , 
® numero laicorum &+c. It is notlawfull forme, that am ,, 
but one of the number of laymen, to interpoſs tnyſelf,, 
in ſuch buſineſſes, t0Wvis Eccleſraficall. ) Let Priefts » 
and Bi meet, about theſe things , whereſoener it» 
ſhall pleaſe them , to whome the care of ſuch affaires** 
belong &c. This is related by Zozomenw fb, 6. hift. c.'" 
7.and by Nicephorus bb. 11. cap. 33. by Ruffinus lib.,, 
3, (dP. 2. 23 
Takin Queeneof EF iQ an Epiſtle ſhe wrote,, 
to Pope CeleHine , hath theſe wordes : Now Rex , non» 
Imperator 4 iugo velire Inriſdittionts eximitur . Neyther®? 
Kang , nor Emperour is exempted from the yoke of® 
your Iuriſdition, or power. More of this matter 1n | 
another place , 3 30 
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Faultes eſcaped in the Printing. 


Pag. 7. lin}? vit. in ſome copies dele & _ 
i7, li. 5. foall read ſbalt 
x9. lin, '2r, to Write - read to wit 
36, lin, 4- in ſome copies Matthezoread Matthes 
33. lin. 8. rolawfull read tobelawfull 
40, lin, 79; in ſome copies you read yours 
$7« lin 15. in ſome copies the read be 
53 lin. ag. in ſome copics this read his 


